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srnnig TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE FILINGS

Public Unilities Commussion
Crare L‘J.]'Ii'!u] S0 E C.lpitu| These are the telecommunicalions service Bings thal the Comemussion has received fof the penod of.
A K.

Pierre, SD57501-5070 06/13/97 through 06/19/97

Phone: (82Q) Ji2-1742 Il you need & complete copy of a fikng faxed, overnight expressed, or mailed 10 you, please contact Delsine Kolbo within five days of ihes filing
Fax: (605) 773-3809

TITLE/STAFF/SYNOPSIS bl Rl

REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY

Apphcaton by Journey Telecom International, Inc. for a Certificate of Authority 1o operate as a telecommunicatons company 08/1197 07/07/97
within the state of South Dakota. (Staff TS/T2) . : :

DOCKET
NUMBER

TCaT-076

Application by Calls for Less, Inc. d'b/a CIL for a Certificate of Authonty o operale as a telecommunicabons company within
the stale of South Dakota (Staft TS/TZ) Applicant seeks authorty to onginate and terminate “intrastale, intralLATA and 081787 070797
interLATA calls of business and residental customers, to operata as a Travel and Debd (Prepaid Caling) Card reseller, and
to provide COCOT/ICOPT senace "

Apphcaton by Crystal Communications, Inc. for a Certficale of Authority to nperate as a lelecommunicabions company within
the state of South Dakota. (Staff TS/TZ) Applican! seeks authority lo provide local telecommunications services and 06/19/97 07/07.97
interexchange lelecommunications sendces. The Applicant will not offer any local telecommunications services within a Rural i b
Telephone Company senvice area without seeking separate Commission authorty

TCe7-081

TC87-103

Apphcation by Quintelco, Inc for a Certificate of Authonty 0 operate as a lelecommunications company within the state ol South
Dakota. (Stafft TS/TZ) Apphcant “intends to subscnbe to and resell all forms of inter-exchange and intra-exchange
TCH7-104 | telecommunications senaces in the statoe of South Liskota, including local dial tone senvices, Message Telophone Serace, Wide | 06/158/87 armieT
Area Telephone Senace, WATS-Iike senices, foreign exchange service, privale lines, tie lines, access service, cellular service
local switched senvice and other services and facilities of communicabions commaon carmiers and othe entities ™

REQUEST FOR ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY STATUS

intrastate Telephone Company, Inc. pursuant to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ehgible
lelecommunicabons carmer within the iocal exchange areas thal constiule s senice area in South Dakota. Intrasiate
Telephone Company s the facilbes-based local exchange carrier presantly prowding local exchange telecommunications
TCOT-077 | senaces in the following exchanges in South Dakota: Bradley (784), Castlewood (783), Clark (532), Florence (758), Haytl (783), | 061337
Lake Norden (785), Waubay (847), Webster (345), Willow Lake (625) and Bryant (628) Intrastate Telephone Company, lo
#ts knowledge, s the only camer today providing local exchange telecommunications services in the above identified exchange
areas (Stafi HB/KC)
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TCev-078

irterstate Telecommunications Cooperalive, Inc. pursuant to 47 U5 .C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon
as an ebgible telecommunicabons carnmer within the local exchange areas thal consttute #s senace area in South Dakota
Interstate Telecommunicabons Cooperative is the facilhibes-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange
lelecommunications services in the following exchanges in South Dakota Goodwin (795), Clear Lake (874), Gary (272)
Esteline (873), Brandt (876), Astona (832). Toronto (794), West Hendricks (475), Elkion (S42) White (8209), Brookings Rural
(681), Sinai (826), Nunda/Rutland (586), Wentworth (483) and Chester (483) interstale Telecommunicabons Cooperatve
to ns knowledge, is the only camer today prowding local exchange telecommumcations senices in the above identfied
exchange areas (Staft HB/KC)

061387

TC97.080

West River Cooperative Telephone Company pursuanito 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks deugnatian as
an elgble lelecommunications cairier within the local exchange areas thal constiute its senvice area in South Dakota  Was!t
Rivet Telephone B the facldes-based local exchange camer presently provding local exchange telecommunicabons sendces
n the followang exchanges: Bson (244), Buffalo (175), Camp Crook (805-767) and (408-872), Meadow (7T88) and Sorum (868)
West Bwver Telephone, to s knowledge, is the only carmer loday prowding local exchange telecommunications senaces in the
above kenbfied exchange sreas (Staft. HBXC)

061687

o7 07T

TCa7-081

Statebne Telecommumicatons. inc pursuantto 47 US5.C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks deugnabon as an ebgible
telecommunicabions carmer within the local exchange areas thal consitule its serace area in South Dakota Statebne s the
faciliies-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange lelecommunicalions senices in the following
exchanges. Newell (456), Nsland (257) and Lemmon (805-174) and (701-176). Stateine 'o ts knowledge, & the only camer
today prowding local exchange telecommunications sennces in the above dentfied exchange areas (Staft HBXC)

06/18/97

orarme?

TCS57-081

Accent Communicabons, Inc. pursuant to 47 U S C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heteby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommun/cabons carner within the local exchange nreas that constitute its service area  Accent s the facibes-based
exchange cairie presently prowding local exchange lelecommunicatons senaces in the foliowing exchanges Brstol (482)
Doland (635), Fredenck (320), Hecla (994), North Hecla (701-892) and Mellette (887), Accent, to As knowledge, s the anly
carnat ioday prowiding local exchange telecommunications senices in the above dentified exchange areas (Statt HB/CH)

osN 7T

TCo7-084

James Valiey Cooperatve Teiephone Company pursuant o 4T USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnation
as an shgible telecommunicabons carmer within the local exchange areas that constitute s servce atea in South Dakota
James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company s the lacilibes-based exchange camier presently providing local exchange
telecommunications senaces in the following exchanges in South Dakota Andover (208), Claremont (204). Columbia (395)
Conde (382), Ferney (385), Groton (387), Houghton (885) and Turlon (887) James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company
lo fts knowledge, is the only cartier today prowding local exchange telecommunications semices in the above denbfied
gxchange areas (Staf HE.CHL

o87aT

oroTe7

Heartland Communicatons, inc pursuant to 4T US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnabon as an eligible
telecommunicatons carmer within the local exchange areas thatl consbtute s servce area i South Dakota Heartland
Communications m the faclies-based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange felecommunicatons Serices
in the followang exchanges in South Dakota Plate/Geddes (3117) Hearland Commurscatons lo ds knowledge i the only
camer loday prowding local eschange lelecommunicabons senaces in the above dentfied exchanges areas (Staft HB'CH)

081797
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TCo7-088

Mudstate Telephone Company, Inc. pursuant to 47 U S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 heteby seeks designabon as an elgible
lelecommunicatons camer within the local exchange areas that consttute ts senvice area in South Dakota. Midstate Telephone
Company & the facifes-based local exchange carnier presently prowding local exchange telecommunications senaces in the
loliowing exchanges in South Dakota: Academy (728), Delmont (779), FL. Thompson (245), Gann Valley (293}, Kimball (778),
New Holland (243), Pukwana (884), Stickney (732} and White Lake (249) Mudstate Telephone Company, 1o s knowledge
& the only carmer loday provding local exchange lelecommunications senvices in the above dentified exchange areas (Stafl
HE/CH)

0707097

TCe7-087

Baltic Telecom Cooperative pursuant to 47 US.C 214(e} and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an ebgible
telecommunecalions carmed within the local exchange ateas thal constitute its senice area. Baltic Telecom Cooperative is the
facilities-based local exchange carrler presently prowding local exchange lelecommunications senices in the following
exchanges Baltc (529) and Crooks (543). Baltic Telecom Cooperatve, lo its knowledge is the only camier today prowding
local exchange lelscommunicabions senicas in the above identified exchange areas (Stalt HB/KC)

oToTe?

TCo7-088

East Plains Telecom, Inc. pursuant to 47 US C Z14(e) and a7 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designaton as an ehgible
islecommunications camaer within the local exchange areas thal constitute its serace area. East Plains Telecom, Inc. s the
facilities-based local exchange carner presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabons senices in the following
exchanges. Alcester (934), Hudson (S84), and East Hudson (712-882). East Plains Telecom, Inc , 1o s knowledge, s the only
carner today prowding local exchange lelecommunicabons senvices in the above identified exchange areas (Stall. HB/MXC)

070747

TC97-088

Western Telephone Company pursuant to 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby secks designation as an elgible
lelecommumcalons camer wohin the local exchange areas that constute fs senice area in South Dakota. Western Telephone
i the faciliies-based local exchange carner presentty providing local exchange telecommunications services in the following
exchanges Cresbard (324), Faulkion (598) and Onent (382). Western Telephone, to its knowledge, s the only carmer loday
prowding local exchange lelecommunicabions senvices in the above dentified exchange areas (Staft. HB/KC)

06N TeT

070787

Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as
an eligible telecommunicatons carmer within the local exchange areas that consttute s service area in South Dakota
Stockholm s the facibes-based local exchange carmer présently prowding local exchange telecommunicatons sanaces in the
followang exchanges in South Dakota: Stockholm-Strandburg (676, Rewllo (623) and South Shore (756). Stackholm, to its
knowledge, s the only carmier loday prowding local exchange telecommunications senaces in the above dentfied exchange
areas. (Stafi- HRBKC)

TCo97-082

Kennebec Telephone Co. pursuant to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommunications carrier within the lucal exchange areas thal constitute #s semvice area in South Dakota Kennebec
Telephone Co. & the faclities-based local exchange camier presently prowding local exchange telecommunicabons serices
in the following exchanges. Kennebec (868) and Presho (885) Kennebec Telephone Co | 1o its knowledge -5 the only carmer

070797

TCo7-083

loday prowviding local exchange lelec ymmunicalions senvices in the above dentified exchange areas  (Staftt HE/CH)

Jetterson Telephone Co. Inc. pursuan! lo 47 USC 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabion as an chgible
lelecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas that constitule its service area in South Dakota. Jefferson
Telephone Co , Inc. is the facitbes-based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange telecommunications
sanacos in the lollowing exchange. JeMerson (866). Jefferson Telephona Co, Inc., 1o its knowledge, is the only carmer today

ororer

prowviding local exchange telecommunications services in the a iden oxchange areas (Stafi HB/CH)
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TCO7-054

Sully Buttes Telephone Cooperative, Inc. pursuantto 47 US.C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an
ehgible telecommunications carner within the local exchange areas that constitule s senice area Sully Buftes Telephone s
the faciliies-based local exchange carner presently provnding local exchange telecommunications senaces in the followng
exchanges West Onida (264), Htchcock (266), Seneca (416), Tolstoy (442). Onaka (447). Wessington (458), Langford (483)
Rosholt (S37), Tulare (396), Highmaore (852), Harrold (875), Ree Heghts (843), Hoven (948), Blunt (962) and East Onida (973)
Sully Buttes Telephone, to s knowledge, s the only carmer loday prowding local exchange telecommunications sunaces in the
above denbfied exchange areas (Staft. HB/CH)

061697

grorer

TCO7-085

Venture Communications, Inc pursuant lo 4T US C 214(e) and 4T CFR 54 201 herfeby seeks desgnalion as an elgible
lelecommunications carnier within the local exchange areas thal constitule #= _snace atea Venture Commumncabions o the
faciliies-based local exchange carmer presently prowding local exchange lelecornmunicatons services in the followng
exchanges Onida (258), Bowdie (285). Roscoe (287), Pwerpon! (325). Britton (448}, Brttun. ND (701-443), Roslyn (486)
Wessington Spnngs (518). Selby (648), Geftysburg (765) ard Lebanon (768) Venture Communications. to its knowledge. is
the only catnier today prowding local exchange lelecommunications seraces in the above dentfied exchange areas (Staft
HB/CH)

D6/15:97

grover?

TCE7.056

SANCOM Inc pursuanlito 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an ehgible telecommunications
cained within the local exchange areas that consttule s senace atea in South Dakota SANCOM s the lacilities-based local
eachange camet presently providing local exchange lelecommunicatons senaces in the following exchanges in South Dakota
Wolsey (883), Parkston (828) and Tripp (835). SANCOM. to #s knowledge, i the only carmer loday prowding local exchange
telecommunications services in the above dentified exchange areas (Staff HB/CH)

081097

oTore7

TCe7-087

Sanbam Telephone Cooperatve pursuant to 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks desgnabon as an ehgble
telecommunicabons camer withen the local exchange areas thal consttute s servce area in South Dakota Sanborn
Telephone s the facites-based local exchange carmer presently prowding local eschange lelecommunicatons senaces in the
following exchanges in South Dakota Ethan (227). Mt Vernon (236}, Letcher (248), Forestburg (485), Antesian (527)
Woonsocket (796) and Alpena (849) Sanbom Telephone, to ds knowledge, is the only carrier today prowding local eschange
lelecommunicabions senices in the above dentified exchange areas  (Stalt HB/CH)

06/ 16/G7

ororer

TCe7.0048

Bereslord Mursapal Telephoene Co pursuantto 47 U S.C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designabon as an eligible
lelecommunicabions carrier within the local exchenge areas that consttuls ts service atea in South Dakota Berestord Tel
& the facities-based local exchange camer presently prowding local exchange télecommunicabons serices in the Tollowing
exchange Beresford (763) Berestord Tel to its knowledge, s the only carner loday providing local eschange
telecommunicabons sendces in the above denbfied exchange areas  (Staft HB¥C)

0619/%67

010797

TCe7.099

Roberts County Telephone Cooperatve Assocadon pursuant to 47 US C 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hierelry seeks desgnation
as an eligible Wwlecommunications carner within the local exchange areas that consttule ds serace area Roberts County
Telephone Cooperatve Association i the facktes-based local exchange carmer presently prowding local exchange
telecommurscalons senaces in the foliomng exchanges North New Effington. ND (701-634), New Effington (637) and Clare
City (852) Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Assocabon, to s knowledge s the only camer loday prowding local
sschange telecommunicaions senices in the above kentified exschange areas (Stalt HBKC)

oroTe?
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TCO7-100

RC Communicabions, Inc. pursuant o 47 U.S.C, 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an olgible
telecommunications camer within the local exchange areas that constitule s senvice area. RC Communications s the facilties-
based local exchange carmier presently providing local exchange telecommunications services in the following exchanges
North Veblen, ND (701-634), Wilmot (938), Peever (932), Veblen (738) and Summd (388). RC Communications, to /s
knowledge, is the only carrier today providing local exchange telecommunications services in the above dentified exchange
areas. (Stall. HB/KC)

os/1997

070797

TCOT-101

Splitrock Propertes,. Inc. pursuant lo 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54201 hereby seeks designation as an elgible
telecommunications carrier within the local exchange areas thal constitute its service area in South Dakota. Spltrock
Propertes, Inc. is the facilties-based local exchange carrier presently providing local exchange lelecommunications senices
in the following exchanges in South Dakota: Howard/Carthage (772) and Oidham/Ramona (482). Spitrock Propertes, Inc.,
to its knowledge, is the only carrier today prowiding local exchange telecommunications services in the above identfied
exchange areas (Staff. HB/KC)

nanas?

arorser

TCa7-102

Spitrock Telecom Cooperative, Inc. pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54.201 hereby seeks designation as an elgible
telecommunications carmer within the local exchange areas that constiute its service area. Spitrock Telecom Cooperative,
Inc. is the facilties-based local exchange camier presently providing local exchange lelecommunications senaces in the
following exchanges. Brandon (582) and Garretson (605-594) and (507-597). Spltrock Telecom Cooperatve, Inc , to s
knowledge, is the only carmer today providing local exchange telecommunications services in the above identified exchange
areas (Staff: HE/KC)

061987

o7oreT

TCe7-105

Tri-County Telecom, Inc. pursuant to 47 US.C. 214(e) and 47 CFR 54 201 hereby seeks designation as an eligible
telecommunicatons carrier within the local exchange areas that constiute its service area in South Dakota. Tn-County
Telecom, Inc. is the facilties-based local exchange carmer presently providing local exchange telecommunicabions services
in the following exchanges in Suuth Dakota: Clayton (825) and Emery (443), Tri-County Telecom, Inc, 1o its knowledge, is
the only carrier today providing local exchange telecommunications services in the above identified exchange areas (Staff
HB/ICH)

06/19/97

ororeT

FILING OF TYPE 1 PAGING AGREEMENT

TCs7-079

U 5\ 5T Communications, Inc. filed for approval by the Commission the Type 1 Paging Agreement botween KJAM Mobde
Paging and U S WEST. “This Agreement was reached through voluntary negobabons withoul resort lo mediation or arbdration
and is submitted for approval pursuant to Section 252(e) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended by the
Telscommunications Act of 1896 KJAM Mobile Paging and U § WEST further request thal the Commussion approve this
Agreement without a hearing and without allowing the intervention of other parties. Because this Agreement was reached
through voluntary negotations, it does nol raise issues requinng a hearing and does nol concern other partes nol a part of the
negotatons Expeditious approval would further the public interest -

06/16/97

NONCOMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS FILINGS

TCo7-082

U 5 WEST Communications filed tanff sheets that remove references lo exchanges that have been sold by U S WEST. The
sale was effective June 1, 1997 In addtion, this filing includes some text changes and clean-up items. U 5 WEST has
raquested an effective date of June 1, 1997 for this filing (Stafl: DJICH)

0&/17a7

NA
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FILING OF INFORMATIONAL INTRASTATE PAYPHONE TARIFFS

NA Eas! Plains Telacom Inc on June 13 1887 MNA MA
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FAX (€05)773-321%
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1-200-332-1782
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Laska Schorulcider

Commamymsens s

William Bullard b
Esccutive Dhrecion

|dwwrd B Anderun
Harlan Ren
Marten C Benimann
Charlic Bolle
Sor Cichon
Karen £ Creenet
Marlenie Fichbach
Saurteen Fugm
Lewys Hamemomd
Leni Heuly
Carmgun Hoseck
Dawe Jacobmaon
Bob Konasdic
[laane ool
Terri | Lesmenster
beflrey P Lotemien
Temry Morsm
Cergory A Rinow
Tarmemi Sangobs
Srzven M Wegman
Rolayne Adts Waeit

Soutt Datkota
Public Utilities Commission s

State Capito! Building, 500 East Capitol Avenue, Pierre, South Dakota $7501-5070

October 1, 1997

Mr. Richard D. Codt
Executive Director
SOITC

P. ). Box 57
Pierre, SD 57501

RE  Ehgible Telecommunications Camier application, TC97-084
James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company

Dear Mr Cont

The above-referenced application has been reviewed by the staff of the Public Utilities
Commission. The following additional information is needed in order for the Commission 1o
consider this apphcation

1. Pursuant 1o 47 CF.R. 54 405 and 54 411, Lifeline and Link Up services must be made
available by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers. Does the applicant company, as
referenced above, make these services available to qualifying consumers?

2. Please provide a verification by an authorized officer, under oath, lo the Commission in
which the applicant represents to the Commission that the fa s stated in the Request for ETC
Designation and the response 1o data request no. 1, above, are truthful.

Plsase respond by October 14, 1997 Upon receipt of this information, it will be evaluated by
staff and the matter will be scheduled for consideration by the Commission. Thank you for
your atiention to this matter.

PLEASE NOTE THAT STAFF'S POSITION IS THAT THE COMMISSION CAN ONLY MAKE

AN ETC DESIGNATION FOR THOSE EXCHANGES WHICH ARE LOCATED IN SOUTH
DAKOTA

Y-

Camron Hoseck
Staff Atlorney

cc. Harlan Best




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILINGS BY THE
FOLLOWING TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COMPANIES FOR DESIGNATION AS
ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
CARRIERS:

VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY

GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE
COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION, INC.

SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY

MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHONE COMPANY

FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY

INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY
COOPERATIVE, INC.

INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
COOPERATIVE, INC.

WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

)
)
)
)
)

ORDER FOR AND NOTICE
OF HEARING

TC97-069

TC97-070

TC97-071

TCS87-073

TC97-074

TC97-075

TC97-077

TC97-078

TC97-081




ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE

COMPANY

HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC.

BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE

EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC.

WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE

COMPANY

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO., INC.

JEFFERSON TELEPHONE CO., INC.

SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE,

INC.

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

SANCOM, INC.

TC97-083

TCe7-084

TC97-085

TC97-086

TC97-087

TC97-088

TC97-089

TC97-090

TC97-092

TC97-093

TC97-094

TC97-095

TC97-096




SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE

BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO.

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE

COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION

RC COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

SPLITROCK PROPERTIES, INC.

SPLITROCK TELECOM COOPERATIVE, INC.

TRI-COUNTY TELECOM, INC.

FAITH MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE COMPANY

ARMOUR INDEPENDENT TELEPHONE

COMPANY

BRIDGEWATER-CANISTOTA INDEPENDENT
TELEPHONE COMPANY

UNION TELEPHONE COMPANY

MCCOOK COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KADOKA TELEPHONE COMPANY

TC97-097

TCe7-0%8

TC97-099

TC87-100

TC87-101

TC87-102

TC97-105

TC97-108

TC97-113

TC97-114

TC97-115

TC97-117

TCa7-121




BROOKINGS MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE ) TCO9T-125

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/B/A ) TC97-130
HANSON COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY )

HANSON COMMUNICATIONS INC. D/B/IA ) TCS7-131

MCCOOK TELECOM )

WEST RIVER TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) TC97-154

COOPERATIVE )

MOBRIDGE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. ) TC97-155
)

U S WEST COMMUNICATIONS, INC. ) TC97-163
)

THREE RIVER TELCO ) TC97-167

)

The South Dakota Public Utilites Commussion (Commission) recerved requests from
the above captioned telecommumications companies requesting designation as eligible
lelecommunications carners

The Commussion electronically transmitted notice of the filings and the intervention
deadiines to interested ndividuals and entites. On June 27, 1997, the Commission
recerved a Petition to Intervene from Dakota Telecommunications Systems, Inc (DTS) and
Dakota Telecom. Inc (DTI) with reference to Fort Randall Telephone Company (Docket
TCS7-075) On July 15 1997, at ts reqularly scheduled meeting, the Commission granted
intervention to DTS and DTIin Docket TC37-075 No other Petitions to Intervene were
filed

The Commussion has junsdichon over this matter pursuant to SOC. Chapters 1-26
and 49-31 including 1-26-18, 1-26-19, 49-31-3. 49-31-7. 49-31-7.1, 49-31-11, and 47
USC §214(e)(1) through (5)

The issues at the hearing shall be as follows (1) whether the above captioned
telecommumnications companies should be granted designation as eligible
telecommunications camers and (2) what service areas shall be estabiished by the
Commission




A heanng shall be held at 1.30 P M, on Wednesday, November 15, 1997, in Room
412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota It shall be an adversary proceeding conducted
pursuant to SDCL Chapter 1-26  All parties have the right to be present and to be
represented by an attorney. These rights and other due process nghts shall be forfeited
if not exercised at the hearing If you or your representative fail to appear at the time and
place set for the hearing, the Final Decision will be based solely on the testimony and
evidence provided, f any, during the hearing or a Final Decision may be issued by default
pursuant to SDCL 1-26-20. After the hearing the Commission will ¢ ansider all evidence
and testimony that was presented at the hearing  The Commission wi - then enter Findings
of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and a Final Decision regarding this matter As a result of this
nearing, the Commission may either grant or deny the request from any of the above
captioned telecommunications companies requesting designation as an eligible
lelecommunications camer, and the Commission shall establish service areas for eligible
telecommunications camers. The Commission's decision may be appealed by the parties
to the state Circuit Court and the state Supreme Court as provided by law I is therefore

ORDERED that a hearing shall be held at the time and place specified above on
the issues of whether the above caplioned telecommunications companies should be
granted designation as eligible telecommunications carriers, and the Commission shall
establish service areas for eligible telecommunications carners

Pursuant to the Americans with Disabilities Act, this hearing is being held in a
physically accessible location Please contact the Public Utilities Commission at 1-800-
332-1782 at leas! 48 hours pnor to the hearing if you have special needs so arrangements
can be made to accommodate you

A

Datec at Pierre, South Dakota, this day of November, 1397

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hersby certifies that this BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
Pttt bty e Commissioners Burg, Nelson and
service list, by lacsimile or by first class mail, in Schoenfelder
properly addressed envelopes, wilh charges

.’

242 *‘g WILLIAM BULLARD. JR
f’f/ f/ {:? Executive Director

[OF FICIAL SEAL)




1 THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA
2 RECEIVED
o e e g e R e )
IN THE MATTER OF THE FILINGS BY THE ) DEC 02 1997
4 | FOLLOWING TELECOMMUNICATIONS )
COMPANIES FOR DESIGNATION AS BOUTH DAKOTA PUBLIC
S | ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIERS: )UTILITIES COMMISSION
)
6 | VIVIAN TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-068
)
7 | GOLDEN WEST TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) TC97-069
COOPERATIVE, INC. )
B |
VALLEY CABLE & SATELLITE ) TCS7-070
9 | COMMUNICATIONS, INC. )
)
10 | VALLEY TELECOMMUNICATIONS COOPERATIVE ) TC97-071
ASSOCIATES, INC. )
11 )
SIOUX VALLEY TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-073
12 )
MOUNT RUSHMORE TELEPHOMNE COMPANY ) TC97-074
13 )
FORT RANDALL TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-07S
14 )
INTRASTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY ) TC97-077
15 COOPERATIVE, INC. ]
]
16 | INTERSTATE TELECOMMUNICATIONS ) TC97-078
COOPERATIVE, INC. )
17 )
WEST RIVER COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE ) TC97-080
18 | COMPANY )
)
19 | STATELINE TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC. ) TC97-081
)
20 | ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS., INC. ) TCS7-083
)
21 | JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE ] TC97-084
COMPANY )
22 )
HEARTLAND COMMUNICATIONS, INC }) TC97-085
23 )
MIDSTATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC ! TCS7-08¢
<4 i |
BALTIC TELECOM COOPERATIVE ) TCS97-087
25 )
| EAST PLAINS TELECOM, INC. ) TC37-088 |
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WESTERN TELEPHONE COMPANY

STOCKHOLM-STRANDBURG TELEPHONE
COMPANY

KENNEBEC TELEPHONE CO., INC.

JEFFERSOK TELEPHONE CO., INC.

SULLY BUTTES TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE,
INC.

VENTURE COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
SANCOM, 1INC.

SANBORN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE
BERESFORD MUNICIPAL TELEPHONE CO.

ROBERTS COUNTY TELEPHONE
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION

RC COMMUNICATIONS, INC
SPLITROCK

PROPERTIES, INC

SPLITROCK TELECOM COOPERATIVE, INC

TRI-COUNTY

S e S gl T Ul W Wl N Gt Wl N S W e Tt

TC97-089

TC97-090

TC97-092
TC97-093

TC97-094

TC97-095
TCS7-096
TC97-097
TC97-098

TC97-099

TCS7-100




COMMUNICATIONS INC.,

HANSON COUNTY
HANSON
MCCOOK TELECOM

WEST RIVER
COOPERATIVE

MOBRIDGE

U S WEST

THREE RIVER

AT Pl

IMMISS

COMMISSTON
B R -, S S
e o

TELECOMMUNICATIONS

TELECOMMUNICATIONS CO. |
COMMUNICATIONS,

{ELCO

-

STAEF

TELEPHONE COMPANY

D/B/A TC97-131

TC97-154

INC. ) TC97-163

November 1997
1:30 P.M.
Room 412,

Pierre,

19,

Capitol Building
Scuth Dakota

Jim Burg Chair
Laska Sc nfel
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1 PROCEEDINGS

2 | CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. We’'ll go ahead and ge&
3 ils:arted. I'1]1 begin the hearing for the dockets

4 relating to the eligible telecommunicatlions carriers

5 | designation, The time is approximately 1:50. The date|

|
|

1

i

ig November 19, 1997; and the location of the hearing ‘
1

]

1

|

!

|

7 | is Room 412, State Capitol, Pierre, Scuth Dakota.

B | I am Jim Burg, Commission Chairman.

5 :C:mm;sstﬂners Laska Schoenfelder and Pam Nelson are

10 ;alﬁu present. I'm presiding over this hearing. The
11 fhear:ng was noticed pursuant to the Commission’'s Order

12 For and Notice of Hearing issued November 7, 1957.

13 The issues at this hearing shall be as
14 follows One, whethery the reguesnting I
15 | telecommunications company should be granted |
1€ | designation as eligible telecommunications carriers; I
17 | and, two, what service areas shall be established by
18 ENeE CommisSsl0T
15 All parties have the right to be present and
20 itﬁ be represented by an attorney. All persons so 1
21 {testifying will be sworn in and subject to
22 | crogs-examination by the parties, The Commission’'s !
23 | final decision may be appealed by the parties toc the
4 iStd'ﬂ Circuit Court and the State Supreme Court.
25 Rolayne Wiest will act as Commission

o=l e e —
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MS. CREMER: Karen Cremer, Commission staff. |

MR. HOSECK: Camron Hoseck, Commission
staff.

MS. WIEST: We have had a request to take one
of these dockets first and that's TC97-075. Do any of
the parties want to make an opening statement before we
begin?

Why don’'t you proceed with 075 then.

MR. COIT: Sure, that’s fine. I really don’'t|
have an opening statement. There are a couple of
exhibits that we would like to admit. And : understand
there's alsoc been some letters sent to the Commission
that we would like to admit into the record as evidence
on the ETC questions. And that would be Exhibit Number
1, which is the application of Fort Randall for ETC
designation, and Exhibit No. 2, which is the response
cL Fort Randall to a data request from staff, dated, I

nave

IDENTI

MR. CO

been marked

18t . And there are two letters.

(=]

BITS NO i and 4 WERE MARKED FOFR

kota or is Exhibit 3 the letter.

M5. MARMET: Exhibit 3 is the letter of
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exhi

been

ask
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the

firs

gques

all

and
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o

one. (Pause.) 50 at this time are you offering
bits 1, 2, 3 and 47
MR. COIT: Yes, that’'s correct.
MS. WIEST: Is there any objection to those
bits being admitted? If not, 1, 2, 3 and 4 have
admitted in TC97-075. Then at this time I would
if any of the parties have any questions pertaining

C87-075, including the Commissioners?

The only question 1 would have, Rich, is on
response to the data request, Exhibit 2. And the
t question it talks about single party service. 1

8 it’'s not absolutely clear that it's available to
tiie customers the way that the statement is written
answered.

ME COIT: Oh, because they said does the
e-referenced company have this service,

MS. WIEST: Right.

MR. COIT: Yeah, 1 guess that is correcrt.

I am not here today to serve as a witness.

MS WIEST No
MR. COIT: If that’s a concern that you feel

need addressed, and I hate to say this, but I was

to believe that if there were some questions on

- g

(&%

ications and there was not a witness here to answer

. those questions could be dealt with between now




-

N
W

|

P
-

and December 2nd.
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witness here today wirt

application.

clarifying that si
witnesses on other
MR. COIT
MS WIEST
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MR. COIT: With respect te Docket TC97-068
| there are two exhibitcs. Exhibir No. 1 is the actual
ETC request filed by Vivian Telephone Company. And

| would move the admission of those exhibits. 1 do not

| Company to a data request from Commission staff. We

manner.

CHAIRMAN BURG: That's fine.

MS. WIEST: Let's just go through them and

then we’ll have Harlan as the witness. Let's go back
to TC97-068. Doues anyone have any guestions on
TC97-0687

CHAIRMAN BURG: Just a cla‘-ification. What
data request response is this?

MS. WIEST: Yes. That would be in that
packet.

MR. COIT: 1s8 there a chance that we could
consider or deal with these en mass as Mr. Hoseck has
indicated or suggested?

M5. WIEST: I1'd rather not just because on a
few of them I have a couple gquestions on some of them.

MR. COIT: Okay. Should I go ahead and
introduce the exhibits?

MS. WIEST: Yes.

Exhibit No. 2 is ¢t

1e response of Vivian Telephone

have the dates. I dont have them here with me.
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1 | 1t*s available to all customers? E
2 A. Right.
3 MS. WIEST: Thank you. That's the only |
4 Equest;mn I have. Does anybody else have any questions
5 i!ar thiis witness for 068? If not, thank you. I did
6 éadm;t Exhibit 1 and 2. 069.
.
7 ! MR. COIT: We would move the admission of
B iExh:bits No. 1 and 2 in 069, and that is an ETC request
9 ior application dated 6-9-97 and response to a sraff
10 iddtd request dated 10-14-97
.
11 | MS. WIEST: Any objection? 1If not, they've
12 | been admitted
|
13; COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Excuse me, I do
14 I"BL have the data request up here with me for some
15 | reason. I'm sorry about this, but I need to go back
16 | and ask Mr. Lee about the Lifeline, Link Up. I think

¥

| was that covered in the data request? I'm sorry toc be
18 | behind the eight ball, but I did not have that and so Ij
19 | need to know whether this company is doing Lifeline,
in: Up now or whether you need to -- whether you |

21 intend to have that implemented by 1-17

22 A. You're referring to the Vivian Telephone i
23 ?Cowpany’
24 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Yeah, Vivian is

(8
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we're doing now.
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in their original applications.

MR. COIT: I was at the conclusion of going
through, 1  uess, the questions and so forth, I was
basically -- before the Commission acts on any of
these, geoing to restate the reguest. But if the
Commission has questions of Mr. Lee with respect to

certain aspects of providing it, 1 would -- yeah, I

| would suggest you go ahead and ask it.

CHAIRMAN BURG: No, I don’'t have a problem as

long as we know all of them that’s going to apply to.
In other words, if it applies to every one of them,
then the statement at the end saying it applies on all
of them is adequate for me. Or if you have some that

already could do the toll control, we need to know

that. I doubt if there are any at this time.
MR. COIT: No, we don't. And the waiver
request is included in all the applications., But just

| te make sure it was ruled on, I was intending on

| bringing it up again at the end.

RMAN BURG: Okay. That's fine with me.

MS. WIEST: Any other questions of this

| witness regarding 068 and 0697 If not, we will go to

- |
)
Lo
o |

-070.
MR. COIT: Again, I would move for the

admission of two exhibits in TC97-070, and that is the

—— e ——————

J
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ETC application or request

to staff*‘'s data request dated 10-57

MS. WIEST: Any objection

1 and 2 have been admitted. Are
with regard to this docket? 1If not
TCS87-071

MR. COIT We would move
Exhibits No. 1 and 2, reguest
6-10-97 and response to data reques
10-9-97

MS. WIEST: Any objecticn
27 [f noct, they've been admitted.
questions regarding TC%7-071? If n
TC97-073

dated €-10-97 and

.

there any

[

-
b

L= § S

response

1f not, Exhibits

guestions

for ETC status dated

cf staff dated
to Exhibits 1 and
Are there any

we will go to

MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of
Exhibit No 1, ETC regquest dated 6-11-97 and Exhibict
No i, response to staff data request dated 10-14-97.

MS. WIEST Any objections to Exhibits 1 and
2 being admitted If not, they have been admitted.
AllYy Questions regarding 0732

MR. COIT: ! would note that Dennis Law, who
is the current manager of Sioux Valley Telephone
Company, is available if the Commissioners have any
gquestions

MS. WIEST Any questions? If not, we’'ll go
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| And there is also an Exhibit No. 3 in this docker, a

to TC97-074. i

MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of

Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC regquest dated 6-12-57 |
1
|

and Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data request dated

=i a3 |

10-31-97 {
1
i

MS WIEST Are there any obijections? If }
not, 1 and 2 have been admitted. Are there any '
i
|
juss!t ns concerning + I have the same gquestion on |
|
this one. Rich with respect to the data request number|
|
ne ;
MR COIT Would an affidavit be adegquate?
ME WIEST Yeah, as far as all customers.
MR 01T Ckavy. I will make sure that gets

4“'_,._._!

MS. WIEST: Any questions on 074? If not,

L8 '8 go t IcCe7-077

ME COIT: We would move for the admission of

Exhibit No. 1, which 1is the ETC request and that's

k

dated 6-13-97 Alsc move for admission of Exhibit No.

2, which is a response to data request dated 10-9-57.

supplemental response to staff data request. iIt's
dat 'd 10-28-97. We move the admission of all three
exhibits.

MS5. WIEST: Any objection? 1If not, those
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hich is the ETC regquest dated 6-13-97

admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is

f data request dated 10-9-97
EST Any objection to those exhibits? |
been admitted. Any questions

1

docket? Let’'s go to TC97-080.

1T We move for the admission of |
hich is the ETC request dated 6-16-97,
r admission of response to staff data

which is dated 10-14

e ]

objectcion to Exhibits 1 and
admitted. Any questions l
not, let’'s move to |
|
|
|
|

move for the admission of ETC

is Exhibit No. 1, and also

aff data reques:, dated
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MS. WIEST: Are there any cbjections to 1 a;g

2? 1If not, they’ve been admitted. Any guestions

regarding this docket? So, Rich, with respect to this
| one, L1 be asking at the end about the waiver for

the s )arty and all the other waivers: is that

ight

a waiver regues

ikely need
ame when
LY
And 1 th I' application they're
tually askin - 4 one-year waiver; correct?

MR. 1 But they're willing to shorten it
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! MS5. WIEST So you probably just need a |
waiver until June?
MR. LEE That would be adequate
M5. WIEST June 1st?
CHAIRMAN BURG: Dc we need to act on the
WALVErS nOW;
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Do you want a
motion on the waiver now?
MS. WIEST: Let’s talk about that. The thing
is that all of these, I believe, are going to also need
:d motion on the waivers for the one year on the toll
|
| control, and we haven't been doing any of those motions
|
AL this Time,
CHAIRMAN BURG: We have to take each of those
| Beparate motions, do you think, at the end for the toll
“ontrol?
MS. WIEST Yes, If we want to go --
MR. COIT We could pick it up here now an
start doing waivers That might be the easiest way.
CHAIRMAN BURG 1f we got to go through each
MR. COIT Rule on them as you go through.
| CHAIRMAN BURG Easier than going back.
MS. WIEST Okay For 081 with respect to
the waliver until June lsc, 1998, concerning single
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& | would be from the date of che order.

—
l | party service to all customers, and the second waiver ;
2 |lon toll control for one year -- one year from what !
3 | date, Rich? i
4 MR. COIT: I think I would gquess that that i

6 MS. WIEST: Okay.
7 | MR. COI1T On the toll control? You'r
|
C speaking toc the toll control; correct?
:] MS. WIEST Yes, toll control
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I have a guestion

11 | as long as we're talking about the waivers both on toll
12 ntrol and on the single party service As long as

13 you're asking for waivers, let’s make gsure it’'s done

re not back here in two months

s
o
|
uJ
L]
L+
Ls ]
= |
"y
£
o
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*
;|
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would hate to go through
L6 | this process, or would not like to go through this
17 | process again. I think we need to be accurate when
18 | we're doing it. I also have a queation about what

3 | meets the regquirements of the Act? How much of a

20 WALVEer Can we give? I don't know as 1 know the answer

22 | M5 WIEST: Right. The time actually in the
|

23 | FCC Order is not specified. But it does say in

<4 | paragraph 89, I believe, that the Commission must, urch

!
25 |a finding of exceptional circumstances, you can maks a

. I—
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waiver for single party services for a specified periocd
)

of time And alsc on the toll limitation the company |

must alsco show exc
for additional tim

extend only as

]
o
w
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MR .
lications, whil

tharc

eptional cilrcumstances exist and need

e to upgrade. They should have to
rdship, individualized hardship or

additional time to comply and that
the public interest that is in

© the time period and it should
9 as the excepticnal circumstances
I would note that in the
e we've requested a year, we've also

that period of time we would file

h the

Commission indicating, you

ability is available. If the

we have and Mr. Lee, I think, can
ons in the area of toll control that
Ut we're faced with a situation :odﬂf
ties are just not available. I1£ a
You know, from our perspective we
wnen it would be available and

ested a year. But if there’'s betrer
L, maybe the time period can be

ght now we really don't know when the
g to be available.
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I hate to belabor
the point, and I know everyone wants to get through
this, but to me it‘s very important that we do it
right. And so if it means that we need to answer the
question when we grant these waivers and we send thege |
cr you send them on to the FCC, we need to be sure that
you have spelled out why these companies -- at least
this is what I'm understanding -- why these companies
can’‘t do toll control and why it’'s geling to take that
long of a periocd of time to do single party service.
And so I think that should be in the application
somewhere, or at least in our motion as we approve it,
or we should have something on the record to support
where we’'re going. |

MS. WIEST: They do explain the reasons in
their application, their original application, with
respect to toll control.

COMMISEIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay.

MS5. W

e

EST: But if there are any further

L

uestions that the Commission would like to ask at this

e
-

me , f you need more information on that, we could deo

that now.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I would like to
know -- and this probably isn‘t true of all companies.

But of the ones you’'re testifying for at least,
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Mr. Lee, where they’'re at in deploying the technology

that we need to do these two things and what kind of ;

delays you might expect. Because I don't want t

™
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"ad
0
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pt
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e

not go forward the way that it’'s been perceived
should go forward.

MR. LEE: Sure. Okay. I might respond to

description identifies a toll restriction and a toll

ntrol and the issue at hand is in the tol control, |
|

understanding is to indicate that the end uﬂeJ

whicl

pn |
3
4

subscriber is to be

-]

ble to control the amount of itse

hly bill, at which time a restriction automatical

[

|
"
|

Kicks in and disallows access to the long distance

network, Te my knowledge, there is no switch vendor

...-
=

the United States today who provides that capability

within ics switch I know that the vendors are working
|
n-it 1 uld not sit here with a clear conscience
and indicate that cn X date that ! would expect it will
1
be available Given my honest opinion. 1 would doubr |

nat it's avallable to the general population within a

year's time period And therein is the reason 1!
telieve that SDITC members ask for the one-year period
because we don’t anticipate it being available.




1 The second or alternative to that is a
2 | software provisioning of toll control. And, again, to
i | my knowledge, there is no interface between a software

4 | systen and a switch that has that capability.

iun

Primarily because it would take real time rating of a
g

iF

customer’'s usage; and because the customer control

7 switch interexchange carrier it's choosing, there are a

|
8 | myriad of optional call plans and rate structures that

) ian;ld be applied. And, to my knowledge, there just is
10 | no technology, nor software, available to carry out
11 étrdi nrogram
12 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: BAnd if I recall

|

13 | right, 1t doesn't -- it's not permispive, one or the :
14 | other You really to need to do all of the above. |
| MR. LEE: It includes both, that’s correct. 5
1€ COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I believe some |
1 companies have asked the FCC for clarification, that |
18 | sort of thing And as far as know, you might have
15 | better information than I do that that decision has not

|
20 been handed down by the FCC !
|
|
21 MR. LEE: A, 1 doubt 1 have Letter [

22 | information; and, B, 1 agree it has not been handed

43 | down, to my knowledge. There is that clarification

usar An f -
Uest 1n front

<4 procedure r

eq
COMMISSIONER SCHCENFELDER: Ckay.

un
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available, it is in the public interest and would be 1
very supportive of that concept.

CHAIRMAN BURG: With that 1’11 move that we
grant the cne-year waiver on toll -- what 1is it
called? Toll limitation? Toll cont "0l?

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I'm going to
concur with that as long as the motion is understoocd
that there will be some formal way to limit tell for
these customers just so that everybody understands the
motion.

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1 think in every application
you agreed that you can do toll restriction --

MR. LEE: Rigl

-

CHAIRMAN BURG: -- if 1 remember reading the

applications, and that to me is satisfactory.

MR. LEE: Thank you.
CHAIRMAN BURG: Do you want them as a
separate motion? Okay. 1'11 also move -- which one doj

we need on this one

MS. WIEST: The single party service until .

in the single party requirement
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COMMISSIONER NELSON:

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

MS. WIEST:

0 go back now?

CHAIRMAN BURG: It

Any other

migh

1'd second.

questlions 1in

rt

be easier

Concur,

081? Do |

(ad
O

back

t hese others.
MR COIT Whatever.
MS. WIEST: We'll go back to 068, and the
in 068 will be for the ocne-year waiver on toll
1 { |
g 1
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'l1l] move that we grant the
C tell contrel in TC97-075.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second.
COMMISSIONER SCHOERFELDER: concur.
MS. WIEST a8
CHAIRMAN BURG 1“1l move we grant the toll
mean I°"1]l] move we grant the waiver for toll I
|
alh i
ME WIEST Toll control I'm sorry, we have
|
accurate because what the FCC did is they call it)
!
toll ontrol and toll blocking as toll '
tion '
|
CHAIRMAN BURG I1'1]l move we grant the waiverl
."
1l control in TC97-068 |
!
COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded. i
e e _— i
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COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: For

CHAIRMAN BURG:

ocne year?

M5. WIEST: 065.

CHAIRMAN BURG:

(281
=

[

keep making

| move we grant the toll control

TC97-069

L5 ]
Ly |

COMMISSIONER NELSON:

Seconded.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

MS. WIEST: 070

CHAIRMAN BURG:
':cnnroi in TC97-070 for

year.

cne year, the waiver for one

COMMISSIONER NELSON:

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

MS. WIEST: 17
CHAIRMAN BURG:

contrel, the waiver for

we grant

COMMISSIONER NELSON:

Seconded.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:

Concur.

M5. WIEST: 073,

CHAIRMAN BURG:

I1"1l move we grant the waiver

for t2ll control in TC97-073 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON:

e —

Seconded.
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!
1 MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of|
|

2 | the ETT request filed by Accent, dated 6€-17-97, and i
3 | Exhibit No. 2, the response to staff cata request which

4 is dated 10-8-97,.

5 MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, 1 and 2
€ | have been admitted. Any questions regarding 0837
7 | CHAIRMAN BURG: 1I°‘l]l move we grant the toll, |

8 | the waiver fur toll control in TC97-083 for one year.

5 COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.

10 i COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

11 ; MS5. WIEST: TC97-084.

Xz MR. COIT: We move for the admission of the
13 | ETC regquest dated 6-17-97, which is marked Exhibit No.

14 1, and we move for the admission of Exhibict No. 2., the
response to staff data request dated 10-8-57.

MS. MWIEST: Are there any objections? If

w]

, they've been admitted.

18 | CHAIRMAN BURG: I'l]l move we grant the waiver
9 | for toll control in TC97-084 for one year,

20 _ COMMISSIONER NELSON: Seconded.

21 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I'll concur.

22 :Daes this have a single party question on this one?

23 | MS. WIEST: No. They said in their original

24 iappiicatzﬂn that they are offering single party service

5

ito all consumers.

)
wn

———— e — Jd




1 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I got a sticky on|
1

2 it Sorry James Valley; right?

3 MS. WIEST: ! believe in their -- ockay.

F
it
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yb*'s question. And the reason he had

wn
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it was actually in the original
6§ | application. So if you look at the original
application on page two, under guestion number three,

8 they do state that they provide single party service to

- all consumers in their service area. Number four down

11 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Okay.

12 MS. WIEST: Thank you. Okay. Let’'s go to

}
.
1

14 MR. COIT: We move for admitting of Exhibit

15 | N¢ 1, the ETC request, dated €-17-97, and Exhibit No.
1é i the response t staff data request dated 10-10-9%7.
17 MS. WIEST: Any objections? If not, they've

18 | been admitted ! have the same guestion here with

15 | respect to question number one

2 MR. COIT Mr. Benton is available to respond
21 | to questions, I believe Is this Heartland? Right?

e2 r, Don, can you respond to any questions?

23 MR. LEE Mark has asked me to respond on his

¥
or
]

Heartland Communications, and




(=)

()

o

(-l

-

un

[N ]

s

un

1

M5. WIEST: &8Single party was offered to all
customers? Any other questions concerning this
docket? 1Is there a motion?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I*'l]l] move that we grant the
waiver for toll control to TC97-089 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1I1'd second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

M5. WIEST: 085, I believe.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Excuse me, 85,

MS5. WIEST: TCS7-086.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC
request, Exhibit Neo. 1, dated 6-17-97, and response to
staff data requests, Exhibit No. 2, which is dated
10-10-97,

MS. WIEST Any objections? If not, they

| have been admitted Same question, can you answer
that, Mr. Lee?

MR. LEE: I'm sorry, I don‘'t have the
associated companies with the exhibit numbers. Which

|
company are we referring to? 1

MR. COIT Midstate

MR. LEE They are currently all private line
SErvices

MR. COIT Single party; correct?

MS. WIEST: Single party to all customers?
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Exhibit No. 1, ETC request dated 6-.7-97, and response
to staff data request, which is Exhibit No. 2, which is

10-17-97.

l1 and 2

this one, Mr. Lee?

Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC regquest dated 6-17-97,

the admission of Exhibit No, 2, which is a response

MR. LEE: Correct. {
MS. WIEST: Thank you. TC97-088.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

MS. WIEST: Any objections? If not, Exhibits
have been admitted.

CHAIRMAN BURG: 1I'l]l move we grant a waiver
control in TC97-088 for one year.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second ict,

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: Can you answer my gquestion on
MR. LEE: Company name, please?

M5. WIEST East Plains

MR. LEE Currently is all single party

MS. WIEST: Thank you.
MS. WIEST: TC97-08%9,

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

data request, dated 10-21-97.

MS. WIEST: Any objections? 1If not, they’ve
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n admitted Same guestion
MR. COIT I doen't believe that Mr. Lee is
e representing Western today. What did they say in
response?
MS. WIEST They said Western Telephone
ers single party service. My guestion is do they
er to every customer again?
MR. COIT Well --
MS. WIEST Can you do a late-filed on that?
MR. COIT We can do an affidavit on that
, 1 guess.
CHAIRMAN BURG I'll move we grant a waiver
toll control for TC97-089 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I1‘d second it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS. WIEST Okay. Let’'s go on to TC97-090
MR. COIT We move for the admission of
ibit N 1 which is the ETC request dated 6-17-97,
Exhibait Nc 2, which is cthe respcnse to staff data
iegt dated 10-24-97
MS. WIEST Any objection? If not, they’ve
n admitted Any questions concerning this docket?
CHAIRMAN BURG: I“"ll move that we grant a
rer on toll control in TC97-090 for one year.

=

1'd second

it.




COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

MS. WIEST: TC97-092.

MR. COIT: We move for the admigsion of
Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC request of Kennebec
Telephone Company dated 6-18-97, and move for the

admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is the regsponse to

data reguest dated 10-10-97. And ! would note

that Mr. Rod Bauer is here to respond to any questions

hat the Commissioners or staff may have concerning
regquest.
MS. WIEST: Any gquestions concerning this
docket? If not, do you have a motion?
CHAIRMAN BURG: Did we admit both
I'm sorry, 1 did not.

1 and 2.

I'll move that

We would move for admission
h is the ETC request
dated 6-18-57,

a | )
Iy

& L

dated 1i

of




8

1 | that Mr. Dick Connors is available to answer any !
2 | questions concerning the Jefferson regquest.

i MS. WIEST: Any objection to the exhibits?

|
5 If not, they've been admitted. Any guestions
ncerning this docket? |

i CHAIRMAN BURG I‘'ll move we grant a waiver

7 for toll control in TC97-093 for one year.

&) COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

4 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Concur.
10 MS5. WIEST: TC97-094.

11 ME COIT: We'd move for the admission £

[
e
b
-~
e
o
=
*
x

thich is the ETC request dated 6-19-97,

13 and move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is
14 the response to data request dated 10-15-37
MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1 and

¢ . 1f not, those exhibits have been admitted. Do you

ive any witnesses {or this one?

- ME 11 Mr Lee is available for both
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in the past?

A. Currently Sully Buttes Telephone has no
multi-lire. The fact is all single party service, I
think they added that language such that if Chere were
4 disaster that they had to respond to they wanted to
reserve the right to offer party line under the
emergency basis only. But they have for a number of
years been all single party service,

MS. WIEST: Any other questions?

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
on toll control for TC97-05%4 for one year,.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Well, 1'11

concur

MS5. WIEST: TC37-095.

MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of
ETC, Exhibit No 1, dated 6€-19-97, and admission of

Exhibit No. 2, response to data request dated

10-15-97, ! would point ocut that I believe that there

| might be an issue with respect to Bingle party service

| a

walver 1in this case as well.

MS. WIEST: Right. At this time are there

objections to Exhibit 1 and 22 If not, they've

| been admitted Yes. And it would appear they would

need a waiver. And my question for apparently they
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three multi-party customers and they plan to

install single party service during the 1988
construction season. So I guess my question is
apparently they haven't asked for a waiver. Are you
doing so at this time?

MR. COIT Yes, we would on their behalf.
And 1 think Mr., Lee would be able to respond to
gquestions on that. I assume so anyway.

MR. LEE: Sure. But that would be correct,
we do need a waiver. The same June 1 date would be
acceptable to us.

MS. WIEST: June 1, okay.

CHAIRMAN BURG: I'l1l move we grant a waiver
i SEingle party service to June 1, 1998, in TC97-095.

COMMISSICONER NELSON: I would second that.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Sure, I'11

"HAIRMAN BURG And I'1]1 also move that we
grant a waiver for tell control on TC97-095 for one
year

COMMISSIONER NELSON I1'd second it.

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Concur.,

MS. WIEST TC97-096

MR COIT I move for the admission of ETC
request, Exhibit No. 1, dated 6-19-%7, and move for the
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admission of Exhibit

dated 10-10-97.

3! MS. WIEST Any objections? I1f not, they've
& |beﬂh admitted Any questiona concerning this docket? I
s | CHAIRMAN BURG: I'l1 move we grant a waiver |
£ :tn toll concrol in TC97-0%6 for one year

7 é COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second ic.

ai COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

9 MS., WIEST: TC97-097.

10 MR COIT We move for the admission of

11 ;Fx!,:lt No. 1, ETC request, dated 6-19-57, and Exhibit
12 No. 2, response to data request dated 10-10-97.

13 | MS. WIEST Any objections? If not, they’ve
14 | been admitted Does anybody have any questions

15 concerning this docket?

17 | for toll control in TC97-097 for one year.
is8 COMMISSIONER NELSON I'd second it

20 M5 WIEST TC97-098.

2 MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC
22 ireques: dated 6-19-97, which is marked Exhibit No. 1, |
23 | and udmission of Exhibit No. 2, which is the response
24 | to data request dated 106-14-957. -
25 MS5. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibits 1 and

No. 2, response to data request

L move we grant a waiver

11

SCHOENFELDER:

oncur.
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than this that as manager of the South Dakota
Association of Telephone Co-ops and tle daily requests
we've had there that they do, in fact, provide all
single party service throughout Roberts Couaty Co-op,
if that will suffice for your information here.
MS. WIEST: Is that sufficienc?
MS. CREMER: That's sufficient.
MS. WIEST: Okay.
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver
for toll contrel in TC97-099 for one year.
COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd sacond it.
COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur
MS. WIEST: TC97-100.
MR. COIT: We move for the admission of
xhibit No. 1, which is the ETC requesgst dated 6-19-97,

and admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to data

regquest dated 10-9-97

MS5. WIEST: Any objection? If not, they’'ve
been admitted. Same question on this cne.

MR LEE: I don't know the answer,

MR. COIT There ig -- Mr. Lee is not here
representing RC Communications today, so I suspect
we'll have to deal with that with a late-filed exhibit
if that's ckay
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b
! CHAIRMAN BURG: I1‘'ll mcve we grant a waiver
Ef-:lr toll control in TC97-100 for one year.
|
"OMMISSIONER NELSON: I1'd second it
"OMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: oncur
MS. WIEST TC87-101
MR. COI1T We move for the admission of
Exhibit No 1, which is the ETC request dated 6-19-97,
and Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data request dated
10-14~-97
M5 WIEST Any objection? If not, deyve
been admitted Any questions concerning this docket?
CHAIRMAN BURG 1'll] move we grant waiver for
ctol conty in TC37-101 for one year.
IMMISSIONER NELSON I'd second it
JMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS WIEST 1C97-102
ME COIT We move for the admission of
Exhibit N 1 which 18 the ETC dated 6-19-97, and
xhibit N . which 18 a response to data regquest
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1 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: I‘d second it. E
2 ’ COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

]

3 MS. WIEST: TC97-105. i
4 ! MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC
5 Erequeﬂt. Exhibit No. 1, dated 6-19-97, and admission of
& ‘Exn;b:' No. 2, response to data request dated 10-14-97,
7 MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, Exhibits
1 il and 2 have been admitted. Any questicns concerning
9 ;thlﬂ docket?
il : CHAIRMAN BURG: I"1l move we grant a waiver

il !f&r toll control in TC97-105 for one year.

12 COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1I’'d second it.

13 | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Concur.

14 | MS. WIEST: TC97-108.

15 ] MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC

-6 | regquest, Exhibit No. 1, dated 6-23-97, and the

17 | admission of Exhibit No. 2, response to staff data

18 | request dated 10-14-9%7
18 MS. WIEST: Any objection? If not, Exhibits
20 1 and 2 have been admitted. Same guestion. Can you

21 | Mr, Lee, answer that one? Is that single party service

23 MR. COIT For Faith.
24 MR. LEE: 1 do not represent them, I'm sorry.
25 | MR. COIT We would request permission to .

st : e 4 I
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3 CHAIRMAN BURG: *ll move we grant a waiver

Y
[

i
Ly !

1 )
o
= |
&l
L |
Q
"

in TC97-108 for one year.

5 COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second it

£ COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER Concur

7 MS WIEST TC9T=-113

8 MR. COIT: We move for the admission of

9 | Exhibit No. 1, ETC regquest dated 6-25-97, and Exhibit |

10 | No 2, responge to data requests dated 10-9-97.

11 MS. WIEST Any objection? If not, they’'ve

12 been admitted I have the same question on this one.
[ MR. COIT This is Armour Bill Haugen can

la respongd t your guestion

-
a

HAUGEN : Yes, I can answer char.

16 BILL HAUGEN, JR.,

17 alled as a witness, being first duly sworn,
18 was examined and testified as follows

19 EXAMINATION

2 MR HAUGEN 3 1 afternoon
21 MS. WIEST And I would just like to ask you
22 if you currently provide single party service to all of

23 your customers in your area
24 MR. HAUGEN: Single party service is

n

25 | available to all of ocur customers in Armour Independent




B

Telephone Company service area, It has been since the

':
2 Iiate seventies. :

3 M5. WIEST: Are there any o _.hers guestions of

H this witnesas? Thank you,

5 | CHAIRMAN BURG: I'l]l move we grant a waiver
6 | for toll control in TC97-113 for one year.

7 | COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second, ;
- | COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur. 1
51 MS. WIEST: TC97-114.

13% MR. COIT: We move for the admission of ETC

11 regquest of the Bridgewater-Canistota Telephone Company,

s
rJ

which is dated 6-25-97, that's Exhibit No. p And also
13 | move for the admission of Exhibit No. 2, which is

14 response to data requests of staff daced 10-95-97 And

15 Mr. Haugen is he

o

e as well to respond tc any question

16 in this docket

17 | MS. WIEST: First of all, any cbjection to

18 | Exhibits 1 and 2? 1If nor, t ey‘ve been admitred. And
13 | 1 would ask the same guestion. E
20 MR. HAUGEN: Single party service is

22 Bridgewater-Canistotra Exchanges.

23 MS. WIEST: Thank you. Any other questions
Z4 | of this witnesgs?
25 CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a waiver




for one year.

NELSON: I'd second itc.

3 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

5 MS. MIEST: TC97-115.
= MR. COIT We would move the admission of
6 | Exhibit No. 1, the ETC reguest of Union Telephone
- 7 | Company, dated £6-25-97, and Exhibit No. 2, response to
' 8 data request which is dated 10-9-87. {
% M5 WIEST Any objection? If noct, Exhlbltﬁr

10 i1 and 2 have been admitted And I would ask the same
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13 available ¢t iii the customers in the Union Telephone

|

|
13 mpany service area, Hartford and Wall Lake Exchanges,|

|
1 sgair ha bear nce late seventiss

|
: i e . |
16 M IEST thank you. Any other questions |
37 : Lhis witne |

i
19 CHAILEMAN BURG I'"ll move we grant a waiver

|
18 for toll restriction in TC97-115 for one vear 5
2 COMMISSIONER NELSON I1'd second itc.

|
21 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELLCER: Concur. |
L2 M5 WIEST Thank you TCS7T-117. !

|

|
<3 ME 0IT We move for the admission of f

{
ey Exhibit No ] ETC reguest dated 6-30-97, and Exhibit |

2f N¢ i, response to data request dated 10-14-97.
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MS. WIEST:

1 and 2 have been admitted.

this docket?
CHAIRMAN BURG: I

control in TCS7-11

COMMISSIONER NELSON:

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur,

MS. WIEST: TC97-121.

MR. COIT: We move for the admission of
Exhibirt No. 1, the ETC request of Kadoka, dated 7-3-57,

and t} admission of Exhibi

requests dated 10-28-%27.
MS. WIEST:

2 I1£f not, they’'ve

CHAIRMAN BURG I'll move we grant a waiver
for tell contrel in TC97-121 for one year,

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'll second it

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

M5 WIEST TCO9T=-125.

MR. COIT: We’d move for the admission of ETC
request, Exhibit No. 1, dated 7-7-97, and Exhibit Nc
2, response to data request of staff, which is dated

Any cbjection?

Any objecticone to Exhibite 1 and

been admitted.

Any objection

|
|

If not, Exhibits

Any questicons concerning
*ll move we grant a waiver
7 for one year.

1'd second it.

t No. 2, response to data

Any questions

to Exhibits 1 and




1|27 If not, they've been admitted. Any gquestions

concerning this docket? |

B

|
3 | CHAIRMAN BURG: 111 move we grant a waiver
|
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& COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur,
¥ MS. WIEST TC97-130
l
8 | MR. COIT: We would move for the admission of
9 | Exhibic No. 1, the ETC reguest dated 7-10-97, and
1
10 | Exhibit No. 2, the response to data request dated
|
11 | 10-14-97
12 MS. WIEST Any objection to Exhibits 1 and
13 | 2?2 1If not, they‘ve been admitted Any questions




1 CHAIRMAN BURG: I’ll move we grant a walver

2 | for toll control in TC97-131 for one Yyear.

3 COMMISSIONER NELSON: I'd second it.

4 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.

5 MS. WIEST: TC97-154.

6 [ MR. COIT: We would move into the record

7 | Exhibit No. 1, the ETC reguest, dated 9-10-97, and also

8 | Exhibit No. 2, the response to data request dated

9 | 10-16-97.

10 | MS. WIEST: Any objection to Exhibit 1 and
11 { 2? If not, they have been admitted. Let‘’s see, on

12 | this one this was one of a couple that no time period
13 | was requested for the waiver. 1 assume you still want
14 i:ne one year?

15 | MR. COIT: Mr. Barfield is here. He could

16 | respond. He's Mr. Bob Barfield, manager for West

18 | MS. WIEST: They requesat a waiver but this is
| one cf the few ones that didn‘’t ask for one year, as

20 | far as 1 can see, or any time period. So I was

L3
¥

| wondering if there was any different time period that

[ %)
%

was being reguested.

BOB BARFIELD,

called as a witness, being first duly sworn,

was examined and testified as follows:
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R. BARFIELD: 1In response to your question,

endcr does not have a date, as far as wa

18 Lime to provide this, that's the reason
sk for a certain time period on the waiver.
S. WIEST: But we will need a time period.

B. COTT Would you be willing to accept the
me period that ig being granted to other

R. BARFIELD: We sure would,

HAIRMAN BURG: And I think the thought

8 1if there still ispn’'t any solution, then it

newed or we'd request. With that, I’1l1 move

that we grant a wWaiver for toll control in TC97-154 for
one year

COMMISSIONER NELSON: I would second it

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER - Concur.

MS. WIEST Let’'s go to TC97-15s

MR. COIT We would request admission of
Exhibit No. 1, which is the ETC reguest of Mobridge
Telecommunicationsg, which is dated 9-10-97 nd also
Exhibit No. 2, which is the response to data request
dated 10-16-97

MS. WIEST Any objection? If not, Exhibits
1 and 2 have been admitced And I would have the same
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question with respect to the length of the waiver.

MR. BARFIELD:

would ask for a year on the waiver.

MS. WIEST: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN BURG: With that 1’11 move that
grant a waiver on toll control in TC97-155 for one
year

COMMISSIONER NELSON: 1'd second it

COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: I concur

MS. WIEST Thank you. Let’s skip to
TC87-1617.

MR. COIT I would just note that Three River
Telco 1is not an SDITC member company, 8c I'm not really
here today to represent Three River Telco.

MS. WIEST: Nobody 18 here?

CHAIRMAN BURG: Do we have any questions cn
it r do we have to have representation?

MS. WIEST Somebody neads to move it in.

MR. COIT Well, if you're loocking for a
k y I guess I can serve as the beody

MS5. CREMER: Otherwise, I can move

the two exhibits, Number 1, 10-10-97, the reguest

ETC, and 11-7-97, the amended -- oh, I'm sorry, th
5 West Let me try that again. 10-16 of *"97 is

request and 11-13-597 is the amended reguest, and 1

And the response would be the

Any other questions?

we

to admirt
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Any objection?

here any guestio
that th
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not,

concerning

gle party line, though is there?
MS. WIEST No
CHAIRMAN BURG: I'll move we grant a wai
toll control in TCS97-187 for one year
"OMMISSIONER NELSON I1'd second.
MMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: Concur.
MS WIEST At this time did you want to
U 5 West, or is Harlan going to speak to these
ketg?
MS CREMER We'll finish up these first
ME WIEST Jkay
STAFF'S EXHIBIT NO 1 WAS MAFRKED FOR
iDERTIFICATION
BEARLAN BEST,
ralled as a witness,., being first duly
was examined and testified as follows
:-'_.L:': - - AMINATION
MR HOSECK
Q Would you state your name for the record,

they’ve

this

['*]

=]

sworn,
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please.

A. Harlan Best.
Q. And what is your job?
A. I am deputy director of fixed utilities for

the Public Utilities Commission,
Q. "nd have you been present in the hearing room

afternoon for the

AL Yes .
Q. And
aption

the cases which are before the Commission on this date?

A Yes.

Q. And are you familiar with the applications in
of these cases?

A. Yes.

Q. As a part of your job, have you reviewed

applications?

A. Yes,
Q. You
's No 1;
A Yes
Q And

in the notice of this hearing which lists

South Dakota.

hearing con these applications?

have you had the opportunity to review

I have. |

have before you an exhibit numbered

correct?

is that

is that an exhibit that you prepared in

your duties?

briefly explain to the Commission, I
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1 | please, what that exhibit entails.
2 A. What ! have done on this exhibit is across

1
3 !the top is listed each of the companies requesting
|

4 | eligible telecommunications carrier status, the
4 _

S | associated docket number, and the staff counsel that is
|
|

6 | assigned to the respective dockets. Down the side, the

U]

7 |left*hand side, 1 the requirements that are set forth

B | for ETC status. Populated within the columns is the

9 | responses that the respective companies gave within
10 !the:r exhibits 1 and Exhibit 2 that have been admitted
11 into the record

12 Q. Aand are there any changes or corrections to

13 | this exhib:t that you would like to make at this time?

14 A. One “hat I am aware of is under Vivian
15 | Telephone, Docker TC97-068, under the Lifeline and LinJ
1€ Up it shows that it will be available 1-1-97, It |

i
17 | should be 1-1-98 1*m not aware of any other [

\
18 corrections l

1
i MR HOSECH okay At this point in time I

|
d would m e Staffi*s Exhibit Ko 1 into evidence This [
21 is intended as test:mony for all of the dockets en mass
. with the exception of U S West

!
23 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER: U § West is on |
-4 here though |

g - a— - - - 1

2 MR. HOSECK: That would be handled later. I
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MS. WIEST: Is there any objection?

MR. COIT: My comment would be that I just
received this so I haven't had an opportunity to go

through to make sure this is all accurate. I guess I

can take Mr. Best's word that it is accurate and I'‘1ll
have to do that, I gquess. Other than that, I don't

have any comment.

M5. WIEST; Do you want an opportunity to

MR. COIT: Well, it might take me a while, so

I don't have any objection.

MS. WIEST: Okay. Then Staff Exhibit No. 1
will be admitted into all of the dockets that we have
gone through so far.

- MR. HOSECK: Okay. Thark you.
| Q. Based on the review of these dockets that you

{ have done and relying to whatever extent you may on

L
[«T]
]
w

Exhibit No. 1, did the applicant companies meet

e

he requirements of becoming an eligible
telecommunications carrier?

A. Yes, they have, with the noted late-filed
affidavics that will be done in a number of the
dockets.

Q. And with regard to advertising services

| exchange-wide, do you have a recommendation to the




1 | Commission for a provision to be included in an

which would come out of these proceedings?

kJ

3 A. Yes Staff's recommendation for advertising

4 | would be that the ETC carrier be required to advertise
L at least once each year; and if they have any rate

¢ change, that that rate change be advertised when it

e
0
L
]
#]
oy
“
3
Wl
1 ]

A Q And in conclusion, do you have an opinion as

1
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pplicants contained on Exhibit
10 |1, with the exception of U S West which has not had its
11 case heard yet at this time, whether or not those

12 applicants meet the qualifications as an eligible

1 telecommunications carrier?
14 A With staff's review that has been undertdken1
13 yes, they do meet the requirements for ETC status. ‘
t
1¢ MR. HOSECEH I have no further questions of |
1 thi witness |
|
- MS. WIEST Are there any questions of this
i% | witness Mr Coit I
i
2 “ROSS - EXAMINATION
|
21 BY MR ~01IT |
1
23 * ! assume when you talked about advertising i
F \te changes tha: cu're referencing the rates just for|
24 | the essen~ial services that are supported by universal
i !iol:"\." -._l ’
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A. Yes.

MR. COIT: No further questions.

MS. WIEST: Ms. Rogers?

MS. ROGERS: No, no questions.

MS. WIEST: Mr. Heaston?

MR. HEASTON: No.

CHAIRMAN BURG: The only question I*'d have is
there any -- is advertising identified in any way? Is
there any criteria for what advertising means in the
context of this? Is the methods in the FCC Order as
wall?

MS5. WIEST: I1'm sorry, what was the
question?

CHAIRMAN BURG: The question I had for Harlan

'
1]
"
=3
i
"
1]
=]

or anybody else is, is there a meaning,

(8
w
fal

scrip

ion, definition for advertising, what that

MS. WIEST: Under the statute itsgelf {
!

2l4(e) (1) (B) they must advertise the availability of
{
2 11 "y ~ - Y s & » I + 1
guch services and 1f you’'re referring to the services |
|

that are supported by federal universal service and the
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COMMISSIONER NELSON: Does that mean f
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1 !Llfellne and Link Up, they have to advertise this

2 Innce’ ‘
3 | MS5. WIEST: That would be under staff’'s

4 | recommendation, I believe.

- A Yes, once each year.

- COMMISSIOKER NELSON: Well, fran ly, I don’'t
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9 | that? Are you to follow up excuse me, to follow
10 ip on Commissioner Nelson's question, are you

1
5 -,..-.a--.-..“q.:-n-- - " L T. 174 d" & 4 Lol - ar Fp -
11 rece nding tha t Y advertise once each year after

12 I believe cur order said that you have to send an

13 application to everyone once initially and cthen to

1e every new customer You're requesting this |
advertisement f Lifeline, 1 Up in addition to, !

1€ would that be a urate or not?z

17 A Right The Lifeline, Link Up under TC37-150

168 | which was i1ssued yesterday. states that it shall be -

3 y form shall be, or letter shall be sent to present

z istomers, and then this would be an advertisement of

<1 it. They'd have to do advertisement of this for at

-d ieast nce each year

2 COMM I SCHOENFELDER kay Thank you

= MMISSIONER NELSON SO 18 the answer to

25 isxKa juesti it's 1nh adaition to? |
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A.

Yes. They would do it originally, and once

year after.

Where?

A.

according,

types of

gener

excha

servic

servi

race
b " -
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MS. WIEST: How would they advertise?

Where would they advertise?
MS. WIEST: Yes.
Whatever general distribution it meets

1 assume, it means newspapers and those

publications.

MS. WIEST: So it could be any type of

al distribution media once a year:

I

nges

ce

3

Whatever is available within their given

MS5. WIEST: And it would only be for those

upported right now by federal universal

MS. WIEST: And every time they changed a

ne of those services, then that would have

Yes
M5, WIEST Are there any other guestions
s8? If not, thank you. Actually, I dc

retake the stand, Harlan? I guess we have

or you. Could you look at your exhibit for
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Exhibit 1, which is the request, and Exhibit 2, which
is the amended request, and Exhibit 3, which is the
service territory map. That’s Exhibit 1, 2 and 3

espectively in the dockert.

MS. WIEST: Any objection %o Exhibits 1, 2
and 37?7 Do you have a copy of the service territory
| map? Are there any objections to Exhibits 1, 2 and 37
If not, they’'ve been admitted. You may proceed,
Mr.
HEASTON: We would also join in the
toll control. The reason we did not seek
the initial application is because as I
read Paragraph 3688 of the Order in the DA 97-157
indicated that toll blocking would be sufficient in the
meantime and it was dependent upon when you upgraded
And so we do not feel we need a waiver of
the common wisdom seems to be there
will follow the herd here
waiver also.
one of the parties to
to reconsider the toll
both toll blocking and

guess we would also point that with

implementaticn of number portability that is going

to impact toll control somewhat significantly. And so




while we agree with Bob Barfield

that since we don't know when

that wouldn’t want a

he one

ission and

£ the essent

eason

as because




there. 1 can understand why technology wasn't ther
but I didn‘'t -- I wasn't in Congress when they voted
that was part of the Act.
MR. HEASTON: t*s not part of the Act.
It‘s an FCC

's a rul

the sam

changed

R. HEASTON: That's true, But
as we've urged them to do.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Right. So

motion with the undesstanding

we had stated it originally; is that

doesn’

NFELDER:




NELSON: All I
here will be a

eason voted f

lable. And that

upport

did.

cComment C

technolo
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pieces of paper. So if we can find a way to

WD A"

consolidate it at that time, I would welcome any
suggestions That's all 1 have.

MR. HEASTON: I have Mr. Le.ner available

we do have a couple gquestions to ask him.
JON LEHNER,
called as a witness, being first duly sworn,
was examined and testified as follows:
~m
BY MR. HEASTON:

Q. Mr. Lehner, in our application we described

the issue of eliminating multi-party services and going

service throughout U § West service
update the Commission on the status of
consist . with what we’ve already put

in the

ication?

four-party customers

eliminate
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ight now is to eliminate all of
2 of them. And the time frame

by the end of the second guarter,

suppose we cculd put for a date of 6-30 of

So all but 52 of those will be completed by 6-30

remaining 527
extremely high cost
other means

right now. We

Cremer?

 XAMINATION

52 located? Are

in a specific area,|
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exhibic.

four; Be

lake Preston,

I3
-

our Hu
Milbank,
81X;
Yankton,
Q.

"
Y

Anaconda

A.

talking

Speart

3 =

Let me just read them off. Arlington is

lle Fourche, six; De Smet, four; Huron, h

one.

COMMISSIONER NELSON: Do you want to

Arlington, four;

ron, three; Lake Preston, one; Madison,

four; Pierre, two; Redfield, two; Sisse

ish, two; five; Watertown, ten;

Volga,
on

rh

s there a particular reason? Is it 1

%
B

ne or something?

a combination of many factors, but you

the 52 concerned?

are
Yes

it's a combination of many factors. We're

about feeder disctribution, we’‘re tal 1g abo

a PARIR GAIN like Anaconda tha

system
replaced.

EMER: Okay

BURG : Have you investigated any

lutions other than to a single par

line extension?

You mean in order to provide a single party

ree;

i
UL
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MS. WIEST: And does it provide local usage?
A. Yes.
MS. WIEST: Do you provide dual tone

multi-frequency signalling or its functional

provide access to your

provide Lo operator

Bervices?
A. Yes,

MS. WIEST: Do you provide access

interexchange service?

Yyou provide access

]

WIEST: And you’ve already talked about
the waiver, Do or are you

blocking?

MS. WIEST: Then getting back to Your reguest

the waiver on single party service, I know in your

Lication you talked about the ocna2s that Yyou have no




T2

of providing service due

My problem, 1 guess, is that

that there is any de minimus excepti

on

rules with respect to single party serv

granted any of this type of

to that ement, do you know,

regui

Btates?

not aware.

IEST: And what I'm getting at

that in order to

mplete network upgrades

or tol mitation,

1-:1%

have to set a tim

rk upgrades.

that you

ice.

that

4re a nonru

to the cost

*

1 n'ec

n within the

Have

de minimus

in any of

is that

grant any

for single

the

ral




96-45

Yes.
MS. WIEST: And in the FCC’s public notice

issued 9-29-97, it does state that we must send

tc USAC the names of the ETC’'s and the designated

areas for nonrural carriers no later than
r 31st, 1997. And 1 know you made some

these things in your application, but I
hink you really told us what you wan! your

area to be. Because the FCC has told us that

er not adopt your study area as your service

for large ILEC’'s. Do you have service areas for

pany that you want the Commission to adopt at

and, Bill, jump in
But I suppose
be our exchanges i
the study area is a
not been determined
would be
South Dak
legal
in i i and certainly
b hose areas within which we

to provide the supported services.

WIEST: Right. And that's my guestion

ad .

= =i e )
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MR. HEASTON: From a general perspective, I
guess, if that's what you're looking for is what you
would designate to
outside the area where w . certified to
provide ice. ien m Lo where the areas are

where the services would be
service fund, whether it's
r libraries or whatever it

that’s an area that's

And so that's why we
term because what this

nor has the CC come out

© what model it is going to|

reguired to take a look

from the s andpo

law.,

submitted.
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i

A. 1 can’‘t answer that exactly. It's

approximately

MS.

MR.
application.

MS .
amendment the

Bervice areca:

designate for U S West at this time?
A. I guess

designate each exchange.

MS.

1 the FCC by December 31st what your designated

ervice area

A. The

35

WIEST:

HEASTON: It‘s on our exhibit to our

WIEST:

three that were missed. That’s how many

you would like the Commission to

WIEST:

18.

n I suppose we cught to do it exchange by

I'm not sure whether we would want to

It would be attahed?

So however many with the

My problem is we are supposed to

You want more time to think
I would. I mean
that's come up in the other two
this in, and I had the same basic
I will do a late-filed

could with an affidavit from Jon.

What are you relying on again,
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Actually wha

1852.
And I'm also

93 of

r number
KaYy I was
I got thos
157 right
€S8 1n parag
£ a state PU
¢ ILEC's, th
t barriers ¢
designating

number

the docket

as far

-
=

96-45 DA 97-189

relying on

the FCC's universal service

for

numbe

v

And t
raph 1
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P
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as the

=
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issued
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r but

t 185, 193]
|
|

iyl .
FCC |
|
™ |.
cher thing
|
for !

ts existing|

area, this |
|
X - |
NE are also
1
reas that



reguire an

.
C

ional

MR.

the problem
corsidered
goin

yes,

the wi

do

Commis

-

rhin
=i

k thact

we

not

ILEC ¢

=]

ly served.

HEASTON:

this causes

and have left

g to be mode

are

- §
re center 1

L]

nawve

a Sour

sion decided

led

advocat

Yes .

i8

from a proxy

h Dakota specific

.
-

not to do Eeir

as opposed
that because
suggesting

mall grids

me ,
hat
standing today
ice areas for

But I

ow

.

support
look because

-

n earlier

to Wyoming and

those two are
their own
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changing an existin
at the state level

with universal

servi
disaggregation and
ral telephone

I guess ing into this

understanding that there are

umbentc Eervice areas,

that

*
YEne

I only brought




issue with respect to U S West. And .t's just my

understanding the Commission does have to do the

service area in order for U S West to getr your
universal service money.

MR. HEASTON: 1If I could have until whatever
date was suggested earlier on getting the additional
affidavite in, I'll have a recommendation for you

U § West on that.

MS. WIEST: Okay. Are there any other

gquestions of this witness? One more gquestion,
Mr. : . Do you have any observation to what
Mr. Best suggested as advertising requirements for

company?

sect)

iuspendegd cCconce




ild have been

about

these

1 = T
+ @B T

all customers by the year

nvestment program continued,

o alkin the staff and to
because as we honed down to

some f{ these exchanges, it

foolish to




of Mr. Lehner. And the reason I have a question is

addressed it, however, I don’t have a ccopy of that and

‘beﬁauﬁe in your amended application you might have

I apologize. But you addressed in here and you have an
|

bit on your original application that regards

1k Up. And basically what

a page that
really intends to comply with t

in Lifeline, Link Up?

apply any
SCHOENFELDER: Thank
Any other gquestions? Thank you.

COMMISSIONER NELSON:

You know, you -- when you were talking about
houldn't have to provide this single party
for these areas that you listed like Spearfish

ist that you went throug?

NELSON: Why would it
would be that expensive to
in scme areas. Like Pierre and

I mean can you explain that




@
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1 | to me a little bit because I find that a licttcle odd.

2 | A The high cost we're talking about

ad
-
=
3
e
a
~

j | cases, not only replacing, we're talking about

customers that were engineered probably back in the

o

5 | sixties and seventies to multi-party service with no

6§ | intention of having single party service. So we're
T talking in many cases and miles of distribution
8 able, some ases six pair, 11 pairx maybe even greater

-
n
1]

) | pair., S50 we're talking about now having to repl

} that cable with probably 50 pair or a hundred pair
1 able And we're also talking about many cases where

) atr the &#nd of that cable we have to extend what some

13 pecple will all a drop, what I call a pair of wires, 1
14 sometimes several miles And in order to provide i
e party Bse: - we ll I take that back in thart
i il ITrop piect £ that will be kay I was
- I <
- o - - L 2 1 =
1 v 3 13 L AVe more nan ne line But we'rel
iking about di ributior ible, we're talking about
’ 1at 4 e v oo s w 5T e
i a1 i = W L. As K1 g 1 8 e ASe at 4L FPALR
|
2 ysrems that are ist plain full I'm talking about |
- - - - - R Tale e
y x . AL U ve eard like Ana nda that are going
F i - eea t Ce replace It's expensive
el L - = Ay - ® I
2 M1 IONER N S0ON i guess 1 Y ming 1t

: envision exactly what ycu were just explaining to me ]
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AT Ol

because I was thinking maybe these lines had to be
out miles and miles and miles and there’s nobody o
there or something. But if this is in a fairly
populated area, and it doesn’t seem to me that these
people shoul have tec live with just two part
telephone system when most of the world doesn’'t, as we
in South Dakota, doesn’'t have to do that
because the lines are all filled up. I mean 1I'm
looking for some reason why that's acceptable,
especially when some of those little companies are

saying that they got maybe three or four people left

that they don’‘t have that service for and they’ve made

every effort to say, well, we want a waiver but we will

do it by the f t or whatever

ding mechanisms and
' ve had. They've had the abili

money and recocver it
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2 | to do these, but somewhere that has to be recovered and

1
| |

3 it isn't going to be recovered from a customer That |

! |
4 | customer isn‘t going to pay for that. |
5 It seems tO me this |

. flies in the face of what the governor's bill said last

1
7 year ! mean here we're talking making available high |
8 | technology ¢ everybody in South Dakota. Basically |

- i . - - - o # 11 I
9 that*'s what the bill says And we’'re talking here some|

1 people cthat iren't even going t have single party
- 1 -~ ay 8 - . e -
11 telecommunication in this state
|
- - T - ar
12 A mmissicner all I can tell ou is what the |

3 ’ a ~A 1
1 spend that kind of money And 1 certainly wouldn’'t i
‘ re mmend it
: HAIRMAN E ine guestion I have in the
|
- LEC indust: when we have these kind of situact once
+ " + 3 [ ¢ . - 3 - . -
1N a4 while there's another provider that is closer that
20 an do at Would that be the case to any of these?
21 | Would that be a reasonable soluticn ever? |
- o A Yes, it would And, Commissioner, if there |
|
23 i ANy mpar in this 1 m that would like to serve ‘
24 ANy f these 2 i1 would be happy to n l
0 LR T DA A B i ‘ ;
7 CHAIRMAN BURG: I think maybe when we're down|
1




to 52, we ought to get list of those nameés and
we could work it out. share what Counsel has said.
not sure we C m 1 exception 10w Ethat
sgt’'Bs counsel h _ us what I call a short
that in - 8 ~ould g waiver
ited periecd ¢ time, but I don’'t know t

lution and we probably ought to work

together to meet and find

hink if we can.
would like rto
cation of those 52 filed

whether it’'s part of this docket

be provided

other questions?

Scaf would

HARLAN BEST,

as a witness, being previously sworn,




examined and

DIRECT EXAMINATION

agree with
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Any questions, Ms. Wilka?

2 M5. WILKA: No guestions.

3 | MS WIEST: Commissioners?
4 CHAIRMAN BURG: The question I'd have isg

5 based on that, should we not -- I mean is this -- what

6 |do I call it? Is this a document that is filed in

8 MS. CREMER: Yes.

9 CHAIRMAN BURG: I guess I think we ought to

i0 | correct that exhibit to put no on each of those that
| |

11 | we’ve made a waiver for an the single party because I

12 believe the answer is no and we’ve made a waiver to

13 satisfy that

14 MS. CREMER Okay

15 CHAIRMAN BURG: Since that's filed.

1 COMMISSIONER SCHOENFELDER:- We have not moved

Lor a wailver in that area, have wa?

18 CHAIRMAN BURG: Yes, for six months on one
i{7 | Other company
20 M5S. WIEST: We have two single party waivers

21 | so far, but U S West we haven’'t moved yet; right?

2 | CHAIRMAN BURG But if we do and for any we
23 do, since he‘'s a witness on the stand and this is his

24 | document, I think that this document should be

25 corrected to reflect, no, they do not meet that to




coincide with the waivers we’'ve given.
MS. CREMER: Okay.

CHAIRMAY BURG: I don't know. What

need to do ¢ make sur correction is made?

MS. WIEST: 1 believe there are three

companies that do not at this time provide single party

Ser so all they would have to do

for those Stateline, Venture

CHAIRMAN BURG: And the testimony on

adequate to accomplish that?
M5. WIEST: es.

CHAIRMAN BURG: Okay. That*

because
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didn't really need it in mine. But I

b

MS. WIEST: It's up to you. |

-t

MS. CREMER: We don’'t need it in this docket.

s

MS. WIEST: Any cother questions of this l

U

€ | witness? Thank you. Anything else from any of the

7 | parties? At this time ] believe the Commission will

8 | take these matters under advisement. We are waiting

(¥

for some late-filed exhibite in some dockets, and it

E
-
3
3

10 be possible that perhaps the Commission will make
11 the decisions either at a Commission meeting or at the

12 | December 2nd hearing on scme other related ETC

13 | dockets. Are there any questions from anybody or any
14 :Co"ﬁents?
15 | MR. COIT I would just, for the record, 1ikJ
16 | to formally request that the Commission designate each
17 | of the -- based upon the record, the affidavits yet :al
18 | be submitted, that the Commission designate each of thel
1% | rural telephone companies, SDITC member companies, as
20 | ETC's and that their study areas be designated as their
21 gervice area That's all I have
22 : M5. WIEST: Thank you. That will close the

|
23 ihear:nq

|
24 (THE HEARING CONCLUDED AT 3:50 P.M.)
25 E
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Cooperative Telephone Company

ling request

request for Commission dosignation to become
lecommunications C LT ETC) for the exchanges

the application.

to this matter is qreatly appreciated,




TC97-084

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA “FCEIVED

IUN | ”‘"'3
SOUTH A Fel
UTILITIES eyt PUBLIC
IN THE MATTER OF THE REQUEST OF JAMES) ; AISSION
VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE) REQUEST FOR ETC
COMPANY FOR DESIGNATION AS AN) DESIGNATION
ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER) DOCKET TC97-

DA (P

T

James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company (“JVCTC") pursuant 10 47 United
States Code Section 214(e) and 47 Code of Federal Regulations Section 54.201 hereby
secks from the Public Unlities Commuission (“Commission™) designation as an “eligible
telecommunications « wmier” within the local exchange areas that constitute its service
area in South Dakota. In support of this request, “JVCTC” offers the following:

I. Pursuant 1o 47 U.S.C. Section 214 (e) it is the Commission’s responsibility 1o
designate local exchange carmers ("LECs") as “eligible telecommunications carriers”
("ETCs"), or in other words, to determine which LECs have assumed universal service
obligations consistent with the federal law and should be deemed cligible o receive
federal universal service suppon. At least one eligible telecommunications carrier is 10
be designated by the Commission for each service area in the State. However, in the case
of areas served by “rural telephone companies”, the Commission may not designate more
than one LEC as an ETC without first finding that such additional designation would be
in the public interest.  Under 47 CFR Section 54.201, beginming January 1. 1998, only
telecommunications carriers that have received designation from the Commission to serve
as an eligible telecommunications cammier within their service arca will be eligible to
receive federal universal service suppon

2. “IVCTC” 15 the facilies-based exchange camer presently providing local
exchange telecommunications services in the following exchanges in South Dakota

EXCHANGE PREFIX
Andover 3D 298
Claremont §D 204
Columhia SD 106G
Conde SD 182
Ferncy 5D 395
Groton SD 197
Houghton SD HES
Turton SD 297

= EXHIBIT
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“JIVCTC™ 1o 1ts knowledge is the only carmer today providing local exchange
telecommunications services in the above identfied exchange areas,

3. “JIVCTC in sccord with 47 CFR Section 54,101 offers the tollowing local
exchange telecommunications services to all consumers throughout 1s service arca

- Voice grade access to the public switched network:

- Local exchanges service free of per minute charges under a flat rated
local service package

- Dual dial tone mulu-frequency signaling.

- Single party service;

- Access to emergency services such as 911 or enhanced 911 public
SCTVICES;

= Access 1o operalor services,

- Access o interexchange service,

- Access to directory assistance; and

- Toll blocking service 1o qualified low-mcome consumers

As noted above, “IVCTC” does provide toll limitation service in the form of toll
blocking to qualifving consumers, however, the additional toll limitation service of “toll
control™ as defined in the new FCC umversal service rules (47 CFR Section 54.400(3)) 1s
not provided. “JVCTC™ is not aware that any local exchange carrier in South Dakota has
a current capability to provide such service. The FCC gave no indication prior to the
release of its universal service order (FCC 97-157) that toll control would be imposed as
an ETC service requirement and. to our informanon and belief, as a result, LECs
nationwide arc not positioned to make the service immediately avalable. In order for
*IVCTC" to provide the service, additional usage tracking and storage capahilines will
have 1o be installed in its local switching equipment. Al miiimum, the service requires a
switching software upgrade and at this time “JVCTC™ is investigating and attempting to
determine whether the necessary software has been developed and when 1t might become
available. Our switch 1s an “"EWSD” Siemens and even the most recent genenc does not
have toll limitation service. Our suggestion would be to have debit card availability for
the customers own control on toll limitation

Accordingly, “JVCTC” 15 faced with exceptional circumstances conceming its
ability to make the toll control service available as set forth in the FCC's universal service
rules and must request a waiver from the requirement 10 provide such service. At this
time, a waver for a period of one year 1s requested.  Prior to the end of the one year
penod, “JVCTC™ will report back to the Commission with specific information indicating
when the necessary network upgrades can be made and service can be made available 1o
assist low income customers. The Commussion may properiy grant a waiver from the
“toll control™ requirement pursuant (o 47 CFR 54.101(c)

4. "IVCTC” has previously and will continue to advertise the availabality of its
local exchange services in media of general distnbution throughout the exchange arcas




werved. Prior to this filing, “JVCTC™ has not generally adventised the prices charged for
all of the above-identified services. It will do so going forward in accord with any
specific adventising standards that the Commission may develop

5. Based on the foregoing, "JVCTC” respectiully request that the Commussion

(a) grant a temporary waiver of the requirement to provide “toll control” service,
and

(b) grant an ETC designation to *JVCTC” covering all of the local exchange areas
that constitute its present service area in the State.

Dated this 16th day of June, 1997

James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company

Oférwz - /(‘;’5/; Lalyey—

Chinton Hanson, Manager




Cctober 7, 1997

Mr. Camron Hoseck, Staff Atty.,

South Dakota Public Utilities Commission
Capitol Building
00 East Capitol Ave.

Pierre, SD 57501-5070

State

Res ETC Docket TC97=-0B4
Mr. Hoseck:

The following is our response to Your question # ! to
Mr. Richard Colt of SDITC involving Lifeline and Link
Up services.

"James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company is5 not
urrently providing Lifeline and Link Up services within
ts exchanges as we have had no qualifying customers.

e will continue to offer Lifeline and Link Up services

8 required by the FCC rules, 47CFR secti.on 54.400 to
54.417, make the established discount programs available
to i1ts qualifying low-income customers beginning January
I, 1998. 1t is our understanding that while providing
the Lifeline and Link Up services is a requirement
imposed on ETCs pursuant to 47CPR section 54.405 and
54.411, it is not actually a precondition which must be
met before ETC status ecan properly be granted by the
Commission. 47CFR section 54,101 which lists the service
obligations that must be met before a CJdrrier can receive
federal universal service support does not specifically
reference Lifeline and Link Up services.™

Sinceraly,

j / /
(At - 128
Clinton Hanson, Mgr.

Mr. Robert A, Johnson, Pres.

EXHIBIT




Cooperative Telephone Company

jctober 7

Mr. Hoseck,

"Mr. Robert A. JOhnson, President of James Valley
Cooperative Telephone Company, being first duly sworn,
states that he i the FPresident for the reaponding
party, that he has read the initial ETC application and
the foreooing statement, and the same iAs true to his
own bhest knowledge, information and belief. "

Robert A. Johnason, Pres.

"'—'-’7"1-_-"'?7

dated

STATE OF SOUTH DAKCTA)
COUNTY OF BROWN )

on this 7 Hh day of October 1997, before me
perscnally appeared Robert A. JOhnson,; known to me to
be the person described herecin and who exécuted the
within instrument and acknowledged toc me that he has

excecuted the same.
f]&ﬂu{x EQ Ranram
iotary Public

My commisslion expiras = 3;!: 1 2005
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Cooperative Telephone Company

WMUSE meet
¢ sSuppore
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Clintan Hanson, Mgr.

Sheryl Todd,
Secretary,
Bill Bullard,
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LIFELINE AND LINK UP PLAN
OF JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE COMPANY

The James Valley Cooperanve Telephone Company submits this plan pursuant to 47 CFR
§ S4.301id). James Valley Cooperanive Telephone Company has bee designated as an eligible
telecommunications carmier by the South Dakota Public Unlities Commussion (“SDPUCT) and. as
such. must make Lifeline and Link Up service available 1o gualifving low-income consumers as
set forth in the Commussion’s Final Order and Decision; Notice of Entrv of Decision dated
November 18, 1997, issued in Docket TC97-150 (In_the Matter of the Investigation imto the
Lifeline and Link Up Programs). which is attached as Exhiba A, and consistent with the cnteria
established under 47 CFR 85 54 400 1o 54.417. inclusive

A. General

i. The Lifchne and Link Up programs assist qualified low-income consumers by
providing for reduced monthly charges and reduced connection charges for local
telephone service.  The assistance applies to a single telephone line &t a qualified
consumer s prncipal place of residence

2. A qualified low-income consumer 1s a telephone subscriber who participates in at least
one of the following public assistance programs

a4 Medicad

b, Food Stamps

¢. Supplemental Secunity Income (SSI)

Jd. Federal Public Housing Assistance

¢. Low-Income Home Energy Assistance Program ( LHEAP)

Lo A qualified low-income consumer 15 ehigible to receive either or both Lifeline and

Link Up assistance

4. James Valley Cooperatve Telephone Company will advertise the availability of
Lifeline and Link Up services and the charges therefore using media of general
distribution and in accord with any rules that may be developed by the SDPUC for
application to eligible relecommunications carmers

5. In addinon, James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company, as required bv the Final
Order and Decision: Notice of Entry of Deciston of the SDPUC (Extubit A). will indicate
in it’s annual repont to the SDPUC the number of subscribers within it's service area
receiving Lifeline and/or Link Up assistance.  In addition, this mformation will be
provided to the Universal Service Administrative Company (“USAC™)

f

Information as to the number of consumers qualifying for Lifeline and’or Link Up
dssistunce cannot  currently be provided by James Vallev Cooperative Telephone
Company because it has no access to the government information necessary to determine

how many of ds telephone subscribers are participating in the above referenced public




N L= D

assistance programs.  Without this information, James Valles Cooperative Telephone

l_pwl

Company cannot provide. at this time, even a reasonable estimate of the number of s
subscribers who, after Junuary 1, 1998, will be receiving Lifeline and/or Link Up service
Information s to the number of its low-income subscribers qualifying for Lifeline and/or

Link Up car be provided after applications for Lifeline and Link Up assistance have been

o e

received by James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company

In accord with the SDPUC's Frmal Qlrder and Decesion: Nonce of Entry of Decision,
James Vallev Cooperative Telephone Company will make apphcation forms available to
all of its existing residential customers, to all new customers when they apply for
residentual local telephone service, and 1o other persons or entities upon their reguest

B. Lifeline

|. Lifeline service means a retail local service offering for which qualified low-income
consumers pay reduced charges

2. Lifeline service includes vince grade access to the pubhic switched network, local
usage, dual wne multi-frequency signaling or its functional equivalent. single-party
service or s funcuonal 1.:1.|U|h.1|cnl, access 0 emergency services, ICCess 10 operator
services. access to interexchange service, access to duoectory assistance, and toll
limutaton

3. Qualified low-income subscribers are required to submut an application form in order
1o receive Lifeline service. In applying for Lifeline assistance, he subscnber must certify
under penalty of perjuey that they are currently participating in &t least one of the
qualifying public assistance programs listed in Section A2, above. In addiion, the
subscriber must agree to notify James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company when
they cease participating in the guahfving public assistance programis)

4. The total monthly Lifeline credit available to qualified consumers is $5.25. James
Valley Cooperanve Telephone Company shall provide the credit to qualified consumers
by applymng the federal baseline support amount of $3.50 to waive the consumer’s federal
End-User Common Line charge and applying the addiional authorized federal suppon
amount of $1.75 as a credit to the consumer’s intrastate local service rate. The federal
baseline suppont amount and addivonal suppont available, totaling 55.25, shall reduce
James Vallev Coaperanve Telephone Company s lowest taniled (or otherwise generally
available) residential rate for the services listed above in Section B 3. Per the attached
SDPUC Final Order and Decision: Notice of Emtry of Decision. the SDPUC has
authornzed intrastate rate reductions for ehigible telecommumicabions cammers making the
addwional federal support amount of S1.75 available. The SDPUC did not establish a
state Lifeline program to fund any further rate reductions.  (Exiubit A, Findings of Fuact
VI and VI and Conclusions of Law i1 and [11)
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5. James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company will not disconnect subscribers from
thewr Lifeline service for non-payment of toll charges unless the SDPUC, pursuant to 47
CFR § 54.401by 1), has granted the company a waiver from the non-disconnect
requircment

-

O

fi. Except to the extent that James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company has oblained
a wwver from the SDPUC pursuant to 47 CFR § 54.101(c), the < smpany shall offer toll
limitation to all qualifying low-income consumers when they subscribe to Lifeline
service. I the subscriber elects to recerve toll limitation, that service shall become part of
that subscriber’s Lifeline service.

7. James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company will not collect a service deposit n
order to mitiate Lifehne service if the qualitying low-income consumer voluntanly elects
toll blocking on their telephone line. However, one month's local service charges may be
required as an advan. - paymemnt

C. Link Up
1. Link Up means

(1) A reduction in the customary charge for commencing telecommunications
service for a single telecommuni ations connection at a consumer’s principal
place of residence. The reductions shall be 50 percent of the customary charge or
$30.00, whichewver s less; and

(b} A deferred schedule for payment of the charges assessed for commencing
service, for which the consumer docs not pay interest.  The interest charges not
assessed to the consumer shall be for connection charges of up to $200,00 that are
deferred to a penod not to exceed one year

2. Charges assessed for commencing service include any charges that are customanly
assessed for connecting subscribers 10 the network.  These charges do not include any
permissible security deposit requirements.

3. The Link Up program shall allow a consumer to receive the benefit of the Link Up
program for a second or subsequent time only for a pnincipal place of residence with an
address ditferent from the residence address at which the Link Up assistance was
provided previously

James Vallev ( ooperaive Felephone ( ',:m;);;n\

Address 2315 E lsr Ave F 43111,

# Ve

Telephone # ¢ =-397-21

By

Name *linton Hanzo: Poston
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EXHIBIT

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE INVESTIGATION ) FINAL ORDER AND

INTO THE LIFELINE AND LINK UP ) DECISION; NOTICE QF

PROGRAMS ) ENTRY OF DECISION
) TC97-150

At its August 18, 1997, reqularly scheduled meeting, the Public Utlities Commission
Commission) voted 1o open a docke! concerning the Federa oemmunications
Commission's (FCC's) Report and Qrder on Universal Service regarding the Lifeline and
Link Up programs. In its Report and Order, the FCC decided that it would provide for
additional federal support in the amount of $1 75, above the current $3 50 level However
in order for a state’s Lifeline consumers to receive the additional $1.75 in federal support
the slate commission must approve that reduction in the portion of the intrastate rate paid
bytheenduser 47 CF R § 54 403(a) Additional federal support may also be received
in an amount equal to one-half of any suppor generated from the intrastate jurisdiction,
up to a maamum of 57.00 in federal support. 47 C F R § 54 403(a). A stale commissicn
must file or require the carner to file information with the administrater of the federal
umiversal service fund demonsirating that the carrier's Lifelir ¢+ plan meets the criteria set
fothin47 CF R § 54 401

By order dated August 28, 1997, the Commission allowed interested persons and
entities to submit wntten comments conceming how the Commussion should implement the
FCC's rules on the Lifeline and Link Up programs. In their written comments, interested
persons and entilies commented on the following questions

1. Whether the Commission should approve infrastate rate reductions to aliow
consumers eligible for Lifeline suppaort to receive the additional $1.75 in federal suppon?

2. Whether the Commission should set up a state Lifeline Program to fund further
reductions in the intrastate rate paid by the end user?

3 Whether the Commission should modify the existing Lifeline or Link Up
Programs?

4 Shall the Commussion file or require the carner to file information with the
admirustrator of the federal universal service fund demonstrating that the carner's Lifeline
plan meets the cntena set forth in 47 C F R § 54 401(d)?

By order dated October 16, 1957, the Commission set public hearnas to recewe
Y P b

pudiic comment on the questions listed above The heanngs wera held at the !c.zuw.r.;
imes and places

RAPID CITY Vionday, October 27, 1997, 1.00 pm., Canvon Lake Senior Citizens
= R

Center, 2500 Canyon Lake Drive, Rapid City, SD




PIERRE Tuesday, October 28, 1997, 1:30 p.m_, State ( apitol Building, Room
412, 500 East Capitol Avenue, Pierre, SD

SIOUX FALLS Wednesday, October 29, 1997, 900 am, Center for Active
Generations, 2300 West 46th, Sioux Falls, SD

At its November 7, 1997, meeting, the Commission ruled as follows: On the first
issue, the Commission authorized intrastate rate reductions to allow eligible consumers
io receive the additional 31.75 in federal support. With respect to the second 1ssue, the
Commission decided to not set up a state Lifeline program to fund further reductions at this
time. On the third issue, the Commission eliminated the existing TAP program that
requires U S WEST and carriers that have purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a
$3 50 reduction of local rates to low income customers age 60 and over. The Commission
furtner ruled that the South Dakota Link Up program follow the FCC rules. In addition, the
Commission ordered that staff, in consultation with the carriers, develop a standard farm
for self-certification; that these forms be sent to all of their customers prnor to January 1,
1998 ard thereafter, to ai! new customers; and that the carners make the forms available
to any person or entity upon request. On the fourth issue, the Commission ruled that the
camer be required to file with the FCC the information demanstrating that the carner's plan
meets the applicable FCC critena and that the carnier send an informational ccpy to the
Commission  Further, that the carriers include in their annual report to the Commission
the number of subscribers who recerve Lifeline and Link Up support

Based on the written commants and evidence and testimony recewved at the
hearings, the Commission makes the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

FINDINGS OF FACT

The current state Lifeline program is referred to as the Te'ephone Assistance Plan
(TAP) The current state Link Up pregram is referred to as the Link Up America program
The Commission implemented these programs in the U 5 WEST exchanges pursuant to
its Decision and Order dated February 17, 1988, issued in Docket F-3703, In_the Matter
of the Investigation into Implementation ot a Telephone Assistance Plan for South Dakota
Customers Exhibit 1 al page 1. Subsequent buyers of U 5 WEST exchanges were
required to also offer the TAP and Link Up America programs. Id. at pages 1-2

The amount of TAP assistance 1s 37 00, $3 50 of which 15 tederally funded, with the

remaining $3 50 funded by the local telecommunications camer. Ig al page 3. Aithough
U S WEST was onginally allowed to charge a surcharge to fund the program U S WEST
subsequently gave up that nght in Docket F-3647-8_ In tha Matter of the Public Litilities
Commission Investigation into the Effects of the 1986 Tax Reform Act on South Dakota
Utilities Extvtait S

In order o recewve the TAP assistance, 3 member of the household




must be B0 years of age or oider and participate in either the food stamp or the low-income
energy assistance program. Exhibit 1 al page 2

mn

The wuink Up America program provides assistance in an amaunt equal to one-half
of the qualifying subscriber’s telephone service connechion charg/:s up to a maximum of
$30.00. Id at page 2 In order to receve Link Up assistance. a customer must be
receving either food stamps or low-income energy assistance, m.st not presently have
local telephone service and must not have been provided telephone service at his or her
residence within the previous three meonths, and must not be a dependent for federal
ncome lax purposes (dependency criteria does not apply to those 60 years of age or

oider). |1d The Link Up proegram is funded entirely out of federal funds. Id
v

The FCC revised the current Lifeline and Link Up programs in CC Docket No. 96-
45, In the Matter of Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, adopted May 7, 1987
Beginning January 1, 1938, the FCC found that the federal baseline Lifeline support will
be $3 .50 per qualifying low-income consumer with an additional $1.75 in federal suppon
if the state commission appraves a corresponding reduction ir, intrastate focal rates. 47
C F R §54403(a). Additicnal federal Lileline support in an amount equal to one-half the
amount of any state Lifeline support (not lo exceed $7 00) is also available. g

v

The FCC further found that the ederal suppon for Link Up will continue o be a
reduction in the telecommunications camer’'s service connection charges equal to one haif

of the carrier's customer connection charge ar $30.00, whichever is less. 47 CFR. §
54 413(b)

Vi

Pursuant to the FCC's rules, if there is no state Lifeline or Link Up program, a
consumer is eligible for support if the consumer participates in one of the following
programs. Medicaid, food stamps, Supplemental Security Income; federal public housing
assistance; or the Low-income Home Energy Assistance Program. 47 C.F.R. §§ 54 409(b)
and 54 415(b). In addition, if there is no state Lifeline or Link Up program, a customer
must certify under penalty of perjury that the customer is receiving benefits from one of the
programs list~d above and agrees to notfy the camer f the customer ceases to panicipate
in such program or programs. |d

Vil

The first issue 1s whether the Comrmission should approve intrastate rale reductions
1o allow consumers eligible for Lifeline support to receive the additional $1.75 in feceral




support. The Commussion finds that it shall authonze intrastale rate reductions for eligible
lelecommunicalions companies providing local exchange sewvice {o allow eligible
consumers to recaive the additional $1.75 in federal support. Ti us, the total amount of
federal support is $5.25 per eligible customer

Vil

The second issue is whether the Commission snouid set up a state Lifeline program
to fund further reductions in the intraslate rate paid by the end user. The Commission
finds it will not set up a state Lifeline program to fund further reductions at t'us time

IX

The third issue is whether to modify or eiminate the existing Lifeline program or
Link Up program. With respect to the existing Lifeline program, the Commission finds that
it shall eliminate the existing TAP program that requires U S WEST and carriers that have
purchased U S WEST exchanges to fund a $3.50 reduction of local rates to low income
customers age 60 and over. The Commission further finds that the South Dakota Lifeline
and Link Up programs shall follow the FCC rules. See 47 U S.C. §§ 54 40010 54 417
The effect of following the FCC rules and not instituting further state funded reductions is
that the FCC eligibility requirements and self-certification requirements will apply to the
South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs. In addition, the Commission orders that the
Commussion staff, in consultation with the camers, develop a standard form for self-

certification. The camiers shall send these forms to each customer prior to January 1,
1998 The carriers shall also send a form to each of their new customers. Finally, the
camers shall make the forms available to any person or entity upon request

X

The fourth issue is whether the Commussion shculd file, or in the aiternative, require
the camer to file information with the fund administrator. See 47 CF R § 54.401(d). The
Commission finds the camiers shall be required to file that information demonstrating that
the camer’'s plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the camar send an informational
copy to the Commission. The camers shall also be required to include in ther annual
report to the Commission the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link Up
suppan

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
|
The Commussion has junsdiction over this matter pursuant to SDCL Chapter 49-31

specifically 49-31-1.1, 49-31-3, 49-31-7, 49-31-7 1. 49-31-11. 49-31-12 1 49-31-12 2 and
124, and 47 CF R §§ 54 400 to 54 417
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Pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 54 403(a), the Commission authorizes intrastate rate
reductions for eligible telecommunications companies providing local exchange service
to allow eligible consumers (o receive the additional $1.75 in federal support.

i

The Commission declines to institute a state Lifeline program to fund further
reguctions at this ime. The existing South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs shall be
madified to follow the FCC rules found at 47 U.S.C. §§ 54.400 to 54.417, inclusive. on
January 1, 1998, The Commission staff, in consultation with the carriers, shall develop a
standard form for self-certification. The carriers shall send these forms to each customer
prior to January 1, 1998, The carriers shall also send a form to each of their new
customers. Finally, the carriers shall make the forms available to any person or entily
upon request

v

Pursuant to 47 CF.R. § 54.401(d), the Commission finds the carriers shall be
required to file that information demonstrating that the carrier's plan meets the applicable
FCC rules and that the camier send an informational copy to the Commission. The carriers
shall also be required to include in their annual report to the Commission the number of
subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link Up support

It 1s therefore

ORDERED, that the Commissicn authorizes intrastate rate reductions for eligible
telecommunications companies providing local exchange service to allow eligible
consumers o receive the addiional $1.75 in federal support; and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commission will not set up a state Lifeline program
to fund further reductions at this time; and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Commission shall eliminate the existing TAP
program, that the South Dakota Lifeline and Link Up programs follow the FCC rules: that
the Commussion staff, in consultation with the carriers, develop a standard form for self-
certification; that the camiers shall send these forms to all of their customers prior 1o
January 1, 1998; that the carriers shall also send a form to each of their new customers
and that the carners make the forms available to any person or entity upon request; and
inis




FURTHER CRDERED, that the carnier shall file with the FCC the information
demonstrating thal the carrier's plan meets the applicable FCC rules and that the carrier
send an informational copy to the Commission  The carriers shall also include in their

annual report (o the Commission the number of subscribers who receive Lifeline and Link
Up support

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this /¢ ‘i day of November, 1997
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA

IN THE MATTER OF THE FILING BY JAMES ) FINDINGS OF FACT,
VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE )  CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,
COMPANY FOR DESIGNATION AS AN )  ORDER AND NOTICE OF
ELIGIBLE TELECOMMUNICATIONS CARRIER ) ENTRY OF ORDER

) TC97-084

On June 17. 1997, the Public Utilities Commussion (Commission) received a request for
designation as an eligible telecommunications carmer (ETC) from James Valley Cooperalive
Telephone Company (JVCTC). JVCTC requested designation as an eligible lelecommunications
carner within the local exchange areas that conshtule its senice area

The Commussion electronically transmitied notice of the filing and the intervention deadline
to interested individuals and entities. No person or entity filed {o intervene By order dated
November 7, 1997, the Commission set the heanng for thus matter for 1:30 p m on November 19,
1997, in Room 412, State Capitol, Pierre, South Dakota

The heanng was heid as scheduled Al the heanng, the Commussion granted JVCTC a one
year warver of the requirement o prowide toll control service within ils service area. At ils December
11, 1997, meeting, the Commission granted ETC designation to JVCTC and designated ils study
area as i's service area

Based on the evidence of record, the Commussion enters the following Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law

FINDINGS OF FACT
!

On June 17, 1997, the Commssion received a request for designation as an ETC from
JVCTC. JVCTC requested designation as an ETC withun the local exchange areas that constiiute
s service area JVCTC serves the following exchanges Andover (298), Claremont (294), Columbia
(396), Conde (382), Ferney (395), Groton (397), Houghton (B85), and Turton (B97) Exhibit 1

Il

Pursuant to 47 US C. § 214(e)(2), the Commission 1S required 1o designale a common
carner that meets the requirements of section 214{ej(1) as an ETC for a service area designated
by the Commussion

I

Pursuant to 47 U S C § 214(e)(1), a common camer that is designated as an ETC is eligible
10 recerve universal senace suppont and shall, throughout its service area, offer the services that are
supported by federal universal service suppont mechanisms edher using i1s own facilites or a
combination of d: own faciities and resale of another camer's services The camer must also
advertise the availabiiity of such services and the rates for the services using media of general
distribution




"

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has designated the following services or
functionalities as those supported by federal universal service support mechanisms: (1) voice grade
access {o the public switched network; (2) local usage, (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its
functional equal; (4) single party service or its functional equivalent; (5) access to emergency
services, (6) access lo operator services, (7) access o interexchange service, (3) access to
direclory assistance, and (9) toll limitation for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF.R §
54 101(a)

v

As part of its obligations as an ETC, an ETC 1s required to make avalable Lifeline and Link
Up services to qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF.R. § 54 405 47 CF R § 54 411

Vi

JVCTC offers voice grade access to the public switched network to all consumers *hroughout
is service area.  Exhibit 1

wil

JVCTC offers local exchange service including an amount of local usage free of per minute
charges to all consumers throughout its service area  |g

Vil

JVCTC offers dual tone multi-frequency signaling to all consumers throughout its service
area. |d

IX

JVCTC offers single party service 1o all consumers throughout its service area. g

X
JVCTC offers access lo emergency services to all consumers throughout its service area
id
Xl
JVCTC offers access to operator services lo all consumers throughoul its service area Id
X
% JVCTC offers access to interexchange services to all consumers throughout its service area
X
o JVCTC offers access 10 directory assistance to all consumers throughout its service area




v

One of the services required to be provided by an ETC to qualifying low-income consumers
is toll limitation. 47 CF.R. § 54 101(a)(9). Toll hmitation consists of bath tofl blocking and toll
control. 47 CF R § 54 400(d). Toll control is a service that allows consumers to specify a cerain
amount of toll usage that may be incumred per month or per billing cycle. 47 CF R § 54 400(c). Toll
blocking is a service that lets consumers elect not to allow the completion of culgoing loll calls. 47
CF R §54400(b)

XV
JVCTC offers toll blocking to all consumers throughoul its service area. Exhibit 1
AV

JVCTC does not currently offer toll control [d In order for JVCTC to provide toll control,
adaitional usage tracking and storage capabilities will have to be installed in its local switching
equipment. JVCTC is attempting to determine whether the necessary software has been developed
and when 1 might become available. |d

Vil

JVCTC siated that it is faced with exceptonal circumstances concerming its ability lo make
toll control service available and requested a ona year waiver from the requirement lo provide such
service. |d Pror lo the end of the one year perod, JVCTC will report back 1o the Commission with
specific information indicating when the network upgrades can be made in order lo provide toll
control. Id

Xvil

With respect to the obligation o advertise the availabiity of services supported by the federal
universal service support mechanism and the charges for those s.:vices using media of general
distnbution, JVCTC stated that it advertises the availability of its local exchange services in media
of general distnbution throughout its service area. However, JVCTC has nol generally advertised
the prices lor these services. |[d JVCTC stated its intention to comply with any advertising
slandards developed by the Commission. |d

XX

JVCTC does not currently offer Lifeline and Link Up service discounts in its exchanges
Exhibit 2. JVCTC will offer the Lifeline and Link Up service discounts in all of its service area
beginning January 1, 1898, in accordance with 47 CF R §§ 54 400 1o 54 417, inclusive, and any
Commission imposed requirements. Exhibit 2

X

The Commission finds that JVCTC currently provides and will continue to provide the
foliowing services or functionalities throughout its service area: (1) voice grade access lo the public
swilched network, (2) local usage; (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling; (4) single-party service
{5) access to emergency services, (6) access lo operator services: (7) access 1o interexchange
service, (8) accass (o directory assistance; and (9) loil blocking for qualifying low-income consumers




XX
The Commission finds that pursuant to 47 CF R § 54 101(c) it will grant JVCTC a waiver
of the reguirement 1o offer toll conlrol services until December 31, 1998 The Commission finds that

exceptional circumstances prevent JVCTC from providing 1oll control at this time due to the difficulty
in obtaining the necessary sottware upgrades to provide the service

KX

The Commission finds that JVCTC intends lo prowvide Lifeline and Link Up programs to
qualifying customers throughout its service area consistent with state ard federal rules and orders

XX
The Commission finds that JVCTC shall advertise the availabidity of the services supported
by the federal universal senice suppori mechanism and the charges therefor throughout its service
area using media of general distnbution once each year. The Commission further finds that ff the
rate for any of the services supporied by the federal universal service support mechanism changes,
the new rate must be advertised using media of general disinbution
XXV

Pursuant 1o 47 U.S C. § 214(e)(5). the Commission designates JVCTC's current study area
as its service area

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
I

The Commission Nas junsaiclion OVer s mater pursuant o SOCL Chapters 1-26, 498-31
and47USC §214

Pursuant to 47 US C § 214(e)(2), the Commuissicn 1S required to designale a common
carner that meels the requirements of section 214(e)(1) as an ETC for a service area designated
by the Commission

Pursuant 10 47 US C § 214(e)(1), a common camer that 1s designaled as an ETC is ehgible
10 recewve umversal sennce suppon and shall, throughout its service area, offer the services thal are
supponed by federal universal service support mechanisms edher using s own facilities or a
combination of its own laciiies and resale of another carmer's services. The carmner must aiso
advertise the availability of such services and the rates for the services using media of general
distnbution

v

The FCC has designaled the following services or funclionalties as those supported by
federal universal service support mechamsms (1) voice grade access lo the public switched
network, (2) local usage, (3) dual tone multi-frequency signaling or its functional equal. (4) single
party service or ils functional equivalent, (5) access 1o emergency services, (6) access 10 cperator




services (7) access 1o interexchange service, (B) access to direclory assistance, and (9) toll
limitation for qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF R § 54 101(a)

v

As part of s obhgations as an ETC, an ETC s required to make availabie Lifeline and Link
Up services 1o qualifying low-income consumers. 47 CF R § 54 405 4TCF R § 54 411

Vi
JVCTC has met the requirements of 47 C F R § 54 101(a} with the exception of the ability
to ofer toll control  Pursuant to 47 C F R § 54 101(c). the Commission concludes that JVCTC has

demonstrated exceptional circumstances that justify granting it a waiver of the requirement to offer
toll control until December 31, 1998

vil

JVCTC shall pravide Lifeline and Link Up programs to quahlityin’, cuslomers throughout s
seryice area consisient with state and federal rules and orders

Vil
JVCTC shall advertise the availabiity of the servwices supporied by the federal umversal
servica support mechanism and the charges therefor using media of general distnbution once each
year If the rate for any of the services suppofied by the federal universal service suppon
mechanism changes, the new rate shall be advertised using media of general distnbution
IX

Pursuant 1o 47 US C.§ 214{e)(5), the Commussion designates JVCTC's current study area
as i's sernvice area

X

The Commission designales JVCTC as an efigible telecommunications carnier for its service

It 1s therefore
ORDEREDN, that JVCTC's current study area s designated as ils service area, and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, that JVCTC shal be granled a waiver of the requirement to offer toli
control services until December 31, 1998, and it i1s

FURTHER ORDERED, that JVCTC shal foliow the advertising requirements as histed above,
anditis

FURTHER ORDERED, that JVCTC is dasignated as an eligible lelecommunications camer
for ils service area




NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

L
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that this Order was duly entered on the / 7 Z day of December,
1997 Pursuant to SDCL 1-26-32, this Order will lake effect 10 days after the date of receipt or
failure to accept delivery of the decision by the parties

Dated at Pierre, South Dakota, this _/ / ““day of December, 1997

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby cerifes that ths
dociument has been served today upon al partes of
fecord i el dockel. #s isled on (he doCus! serice
sl by lacserds or by firs! class mal in propery
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Cooperative Telephone Company

rokon, SD 5744502

RECEIVED

UEC 31 1897

December 30, 1997 50UTH DAKOTA PUBLIC
UTILITIEE “SMMISSION

William Bullacd, Jr

Executive Dircclor

South Dakota Public Utihines Commussion
State Capitol Building

500 E Capitol Avenuc

Pierre, South Dakota 57401-5070

Dear Mr. Bullard

Enclosed please find certilication of mahng of the regulations and application for
Lifeline and Link Up Plans. These were mailed Tuesday, December 30, 1997

Also attached 1s copy of the actual mailing to each customer n[;}w Valley Coopeative .
ielephone Companyand Accent Communications Inc, !

Thank you

Sincerely,

Qlode

Chinton Hanson, Manager

James Valley Cooperauve Telephone Company
znd

Accent Comununications Inc
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12-30-97

CERTIFICATION OF MAILING
LIFELINE AND LINE UP PLAN

I, Clinton Hanson, General Manager for James Valley Cooperative Telephone
Company and Accent Communications, Inc., headquarters at 125 E 1st Ave., Groton,
South Dakota, do hereby certify that on this day, December 30, 1997, a mailing of the
regulations and application form for Lifeline and Link Up programs was sent to all
customers of record and deposited in the U.S. Mail at the Groton, South Dakota Post
Office for distnbution. Copy of said notice is hereby attached

Clinton Hanson, Manager

STATE OF SOUTH DAKOTA)
COUNTY OF BROWN )

On this _Z0%h  day of December, 1997, before me personally appeared Clinton
Hanson, Manager of James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company, known to me ta be
the person described herein and who executed the within instrument and acknowledged to
me that he has executed the same

/LL 2 L"?LI .:"’LL’L‘:LL n

Notary Pablic

: - e T
My Cemmussion Expires - |- d005

(SEAL)
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NOTICE

TO ALL
JAMES VALLEY COOPERATIVE TELEPHONE COMPANY
AND
ACCENT COMMUNICATIONS INC
TELEPHONE CUSTOMERS

Recent changes brought about by the federal Telecommunications Act of 1996 have
resulted in the introduction as of January 1, 1998, of new low-income assistance programs
in South Dakota. Effective January Ist, low-income subscribers may qualify to receive
reduced monthly and installation charges for basic telephone service. Details regarding
the Lifeline and Link-Up programs are included on the reverse side of this notice.

If you, as a subscriber, qualify, you may complete the enclosed application form and
return it to our ofTice at:

James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company
Accent Communications Inc.

235 East First Ave

PO Box 260

Groton, SD 57445-0260

It is required in signing and submitting the application that you certily under
penalty of perjury that you, in fact, qualify for Lifeline and Link-Up benefits, and if,
at any time, you become ineligible, you will notify James Valley Cooperative
Telephone Company or Accent Communications Inc.

IT IS IMPORTANT TO NOTE THAT THE NEW LIFELINE AND LINK-UP
REPLACE THE TELEPHONE ASSISTANCE PLAN (TAP) CURRENTLY IN
EFFECT IN SOME PARTS OF SOUTH DAKOTA. UNDER THE NEW LIFELINE
PROGRAM, ELIGIBLE CUSTOMERS RECEIVE A $5.25 REDUCTION TO
THEIR BASIC MONTHLY TELEPHONE SERVICE. UNDER THE CURRENT
TELEPHONE ASSISTANCE PLAN, THE REDUCTION IS $7.00.

Please read the enclosed matenals carefully. If you have any questions regarding these
programs, call 611 or 1-800-556-6525.




LOW-INCOME ASSISTANCE AVAILABLE

James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company/Accent Communications Inc. is anthonzed 1o provide two
federal telephone assistance programs that were developed in response to concemns about the affordability
of telephone service for low-income citizens

¢ The Lifeline program provides reduced monthly charges to telephone subseribers who qualif ¥
¢ The Link-Up program provides reduced connection charges to telephone subscribers who qualify

WHO IS ELIGIBLE?

Telephone service must be in the applicant’s name. The applicant must participate in at least one of the
following public assistance programs to be eligible

* [Food Stamps * Medicad

* Federal Housing Assistance s Supplemental Security Income (SS1)
* Low Income Home Energy Assistance

WHAT DO THE PROGRAMS PROVIDE?

Lifeline provides cligible subscribers with a credit of $5.25 each month on the basic service portion of
their telephone bill. The credit applies on the main home telephone line listed in the name of the cligible
telephone company subscriber. Lifeline subscribers may also receive blocking of long distance calls on
their 1elephone line at no charge

Link-Up provides eligible subscnibers with reduced connection charges for their basic home telephone
service. This reduction is 50 percent of the applicable charges or $30.00, whichever is less Link-Up also
provides for deferred payment of connection charges without interest. It does not cover the cost of winng
inside your home and is limited to one ime per home address per subscnber

HOW DO I APPLY?

If you meer the ehigibility requirements, completely (il out and sign the application form provided in this
brochure and mail it to: James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company or Accent Communications Inc
at 235 E 1st Ave, Groton, SD 57445-0260)

COULD 1 BECOME INELIGIBLE?

When you no longer participate in any of the gualifying public assistance programs, vou are no longer
eligible for Lifeline or Link-Up. You are obligated by law 1o notify James Valley peralive Telephone
Company or Accent Commumications Inc and advise the company that you are no longer eligible for

Lifeline and Link “'p

FOR MORE INFORMATION

If you have guestions about Lifeline or Link-Up, the application form or your telephone service, contact
James Valley Cooperative 1 elephone Company or Accent Commumications Inc al 611 or 1-800-556-6525

CATION

AFPLI

RETURN

TO

LLINE

DOTTED

UT ALONG




Lifeline and Link-Up Assistance Application
{Please Print)

Name

(First)  (Middle)

: (Street) 2 . {State) i?.:-pn
Telephone Number (if existing service),

Number where you can be reached or receive messages:_ e e ey
area code & V-digat number
Please answer the following questions {check appropriate lines)
1. I am applying for _ Lifeline monthly telephone service discount
___Link-Up telephone connection charge discount
Note: Telephone Service MUST be in applicant’s name
2. 1 am currently participating in the following programis): Check all that apply
Medicad (e.g. Tutle XIX/Medical, State Supplemental Assistance)
Food Stamps
Supplemental Secunty Income (SS1)
__ Federal Public Housing Assistance

_ Low-Income Home Energy Assistance

I agree to notify James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company or Accent Communications Ine,
when | no longer participate in any of the above qualifying public assistance programs.

ertif r ty of perjury the above info s true. | have read the information on this
application and understand I must meet the above qualifications to receive Lifeline and/Link-Up
assistance on My primary residential line.

Your Signature Socil Secunty Number
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